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POLITICAL AND SOCIOLOGICAL 


NAKASONE VIEWS SUMMIT RESULTS AS ‘FAIRLY GOOD" 
OW211347 Tokyo KYODO in English 1333 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 21 KYODO--Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone said 
Thursday the summit meeting between U.S. President Ronald Reagan and 
Soviet party General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev produced "fairly good" 
results, referring to their agreement to visit each other's country in 
the “nearest future." 


"I had been telling the president that he meet the Soviet leader. Now 
that they met, it was a good thing for people in the world and for world 
peace,” Nakasone told reporters. 


Nakasone also said the outcome of the supersummit, the first between the 
U.S. and the Soviet Union in 6 and 1/2 years, will favorably affect 
relations between Japan and the Soviet Union. 


Soviet Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze will visit Tokyo in January. 
He will be the first Soviet foreign minister to visit Japan officially 
in a decade. 


Nakasone called the agreement to exchange visits by the U.S. and Soviet 
leaders as a “fairly good" thing. It was mentioned in a joint statement 
issued after lengthy talks between Reagan and Gorbachev in Geneva Tuesday 
and Wednesday. 


"The agreement provided the people of the world a sense of security," 
Nakasone said. "As long as they (the two leaders) continue dialogue, 
it will assure lasting peace of the world." 


Gorbachev is expected to visit the United States in 1986 and Reagan to 
go to Moscow in 1987. 


Nakasone carefully added, however, that he has no illusions about the 
future of U.S.-Soviet relations. 


In a nationally televised impromptu news conference, Nakasone also said 
the Reagan-Gorbachev neeting “opened the door" but it remains to be seen 
if "they can step into a room" of a new stage of East-West relations. 

















The ruling Liberal-Democratic Party Thursday night welcomed the 
U.S.-Soviet summit talks and called for redoubled efforts by the two 
superpowers to promote world peace and stability. 


It emphasized that Japan and other free world countries should maintain 
unity and support the U.S. efforts in order to help produce good results 
from the U.S.-Soviet dialogue. 


The Japan Socialist Party hailed the superpower summit as contributing 
to the relaxation of international tension. But it said it was regret- 
table that the two leaders failed to reach any concrete accord on nuclear 
disarmament, such as agreement to stop Reagan's Star Wars research program. 


Komeito greeted the resumption of what it described as genuine dialogue 
between the heads of the two nations. It said the agreement reached 
between Reagan and Gorbachev to meet again was significant in that it will 
improve relations between the two countries. 


The Democratic Socialist Party said the great achievement of the two 
leaders was that they agreed to mutual visits, to hold regular foreign 
ministers talks and to accelerate disarmament negotiations. 


The Japan Communist Party said people of the world will be disappointed 
because the two leaders did not make any reference whatsoever to a total 
ban on nuclear weapons. 


The New Liberal Club said it extended deep respect to the two leaders 
for achieving a certain degree of success in their talks held under 
difficult circumstances. It expressed the hope that the meeting will 
lead to arrival of a new era of detente. 


The United Social Democratic Party said it welcomed the two leaders' 
agreement to meet again, adding that the United States and Soviet Union 
should reach an early agreement on comprehensive disarmament, including 
a total ban on the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) and strategic 
weapons. 


/12858 
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POLITICAL AND SOCIOLOGICAL 


ABE, PANEL DISCUSS GENEVA SUMMIT OUTCOME 
OW250151 Tokyo NHK Television Network in Japanese 0000 GMT 24 Nov 85 


[Panel discussion on political issues, entitled: "U.S.-USSR Summit-- 
Assessment and Response in Its Wake," with Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe, 
Wataru Hiraizumi of the LDP, Tamio Kawakami of the JSP, Ichiro Watanabe 
of Komeito, Ro Watanabe of the DSP, and Hiroshi Tachiki of the JCP; 
Moderated by Kazuo Okamura of NHK--recorded; date and place not given] 


[Excerpts] [Okamura] Good morning. The U.S.-USSR summit talks were 

held in Geneva last week for the first time in 6 and 1/2 years. A joint 
stalement was issued stating that the two leaders will exchange visits, 
that the United States and the USSR will not engage in wars or seek 
military supremacy, and that nuclear weapons will be reduced by 50 percent. 
However, the joint statement also states that serious differences remain 
on a number of critical issues. The issues of SDI, the Strategic Defense 
Initiative, and nuclear disarmament were left for future negotiations. In 
this connection, we have invited experts on international issues from each 
party to join in today's discussion with the foreign minister. The 
discussion is entitled "U.S.-USSR Summit--Assessment and Response In Its 
Wake." 


First, I will ask each participant to state his views on the assessment 
of the summit. Mr Wataru Hiraizumi of the LDP, please. 


{Hiraizumi] As you have just mentioned, the summit was held after a very 
long interval. In the past, during the period of detente in particular, 
talks were held almost twice a year. Meetings were held almost every year. 
This is the first point worth noting. The second point is that as 

Gorbachev rose quickly to power in the USSR, we do not have a thorough 
understanding of his achievements nor his ideas about international politics, 
and it remains to be seen what measures he will take. And this is of interest 
to us. The third point, I think, is that, in a broader sense, tension has 
recently remained in the relations between the two countries. There are 
various reasons. Reagan has taken quite a hard-line approach toward the 
USSR. The confrontation with Andropov and Chernenko in their later years, 

as well as with Gromyko, became quite acute. Moreover, regional conflicts, 
an issue on the agenda of the summit, deteriorated in various localities. 

For these reasons, the relations between the two countries became fairly 











tense. If things had gone on like this, summit talks would have been 
impossible. That is why there was a long interval and great expectations 
were attached to the summit. As the summit was held with great 
expectations, I would say that the talks were carried out in a tolerably 
successful way. For this, we think the summit deserves high appraisal. 


[Okamura] Mr Tamio Kawakami of the JSP, what is your view? 


[Kawakami] As vou two have just mentioned, there are many questions 
concerning the summit that was held for the first time in 6 and 1/2 years. 
However, the meeting between the top leaders of the two countries is 
desirable and we give the summit high appraisal if it will serve as a 
turning point for easing the tension. Naturally, as is clear from the 
joint statement, it is very regrettable that the two sides failed to reach 
any notable accord on such issues as nuclear disarmament, including SDI, 
and regional conflicts. Since the end of the war, U.S.-USSR summit talks 
have been held on nine occasions. On some occasions, despite expectations 
for contributions to world peace, a serious situation came about within a 
year. On other occasions, like the Johnson-Kosygin talks in 1967, 
although the top leaders of the two countries met in a very awkward way, 
treaties such as one on the prohibition of the tiring of nuclear weapons 
from the seabed, another on the use of outer space, and a third on 
nonproliferation of nuclear weapons, were subsequently created. I think 
the point is whether or not the current summit will ‘ead to similar results. 


[Okamura] Mr Ichiro Watanabe of Komeito, please. 


[l. Watanabe] The summit was held amid concern for and fear of nuclear war 
among the people of the world and expectations were attached to the summit. 
While watching the talks proceed, I felt the meeting between the two 
leaders was an event of great significance. Though many remarks made at 
the summit were either worn-out or repetitions of accords already reached, 
it should be highly appraised that the summit has resulted in a new future 
orientation or trend in the relations between the two countries. The two 
sides promised to exchange visits by top leaders and a new system of 
conducting consultations at the foreign ministerial level seems to have 
been started. I rejoice ‘ithout reserve at these new prospects that have 
been opened up for their relations. 


What should not be neglected is that nothing has been mentioned about their 
relations with Japan, except the aviation accord. We are concerned about 
what may happen in connection with Japan outside this accord. And as 

Mr Okamura has just mentioned, the two sides have great differences in 
their views on the SDI issue. One side says talks were held on the issue, 
while the other side says it did not agree to the issue. Thus, there is no 
knowing the truth about this issue. In the future, negotiations should be 
actually held on the basis of eliminating distrust with concrete actions. 
We hope that concrete actions will be taken to solve this issue. 








[Okamura] What is your view, Mr Ro Watanabe of the Democratic Socialist 
Party? 


[R. Watanabe] In a nutshell, I am feeling a sense of relief. I am 
certain that the world public, including the Japanese, felt the same 

sense of reliei with its result. The world has been in a state of cold 
war since the Afghanistan incident 6 and 1/2 years ago, during which we 
have also seen an arms race gaining intensity. In other words, the summit 
took place amid widespread uneasiness. I highly appreciate the summitry for 
two reasons in particular. The first reason is that it has given dialogue 
a fresh start. Regarding the substance of dialogue that has been held, 
few agreements were reached indeed and close scrutiny might perhaps reveal 
some possibly disappointing things about it; nevertheless, the fact that 
the dialogue has been given a fresh start is important, I believe. The 
other reason is that when the two leaders showed up on the television 
screen, they were full of smiles. Frankly speaking, that gave me a sense 
of relief. Like in the case of individual persons, mutual confidence 
built between states, particularly between the leaders of the United States 
and the Soviet Union, means that dialogue will go on from now on, and that 
it will be a fruitful one. Everything depends on the future dialogue 

and my wish is that the two leaders will proceed with it on the basis of 
confidence. At the same time, it is not the business of the United States 
and the Soviet Union alone; the whole world should also strive to help 
them accelerate the process and make it a fruitful one. That is the way 

I assess the situation. 


[Okamura] Mr Hiroshi Tachiki of the JCP, please. 


[Tachiki] The summit, held to consider a proposed deep cut in nuclear 
arsenals, drew great international attention. And the two leaders agreed 
to continue negotiations on the nuclear issue in the future. I feel that 
they, as the leaders of the United States and the Soviet Union respectively, 
the two countries with the largest nuclear arsenals in the world, have 

done what they should. They should continue their efforts in good faith 

to eliminate nuclear weapons from the face of the earth, I believe. 
Meanwhile, however, the joint statement has references to a total ban on 
chemical weapons and agreements on bilateral exchanges in the scientific, 
educational, and cultural areas but no mention of any specific progress 
made in a more important area. The most important thing in this connection 
is that on 8 January this year the U.S. and Soviet foreign ministers issued 
a joint statement to the effect that they had agreed to pursue the goal of 
eliminating nuclear weapons. The summit document this time contains no 
reference to this at all, however. It must be said that this represents 

a setback in a sense, I believe. Nuclear weapons continue to increase in 
number; according to a report by [word indistinct] for this year, the 
number will increase by several thousand within the next 2 or 3 years. In 
the view of the world people longing for the elimination of swelear arms, 
therefore, the summit turned out to be very disappointing because their 
expectations had been so high, I must say. 


Wh 











[Okamura] With us today from the administration side is Foreign Minister 
Shintaro Abe. What is your view of the summit, Foreign Minister Abe? 


[Abe] In short, it can be said that a good start has been made. As you 
gentlemen have just said, Mr Reagaa and Mr Gorbachev spent more than 5 
hours talking tete-a-tete--5 hours of the tota! 15 hours of the summit 
discussions. This I believe was a very good thing for them to get to 
know each other. By doing so, it seems that they talked quite frankly 

to each other, and that the dialogue deepened. The fact that they had 
their dialogue tete-a-tete, and that they agreed on mutual visits--on 

Mr Gorbachev visiting Washington next year and Mr Reagan visiting Moscow 
the following year--is a very good accomp!ishment for the sake of future 
U.S.-USSR relations and the future of the world, I believe. Furthermore, 
while differences remain between the two leaders indeed as has been pointed 
out, they reached agreements on a number of points through in-depth 
discussions. In the final analysis, I think that it was wonderful that 
they agreed that nuclear war cannot be won and must not be fought. On 
the question of nuclear arms, they put forth the figure of 50 percent and 
agreed to continue negotiations on a mutual reduction. They also agreed on 
an interim agreement concerning the intermediate-range nuclear forces 

and a variety of other questions, as reflected in the jvint statement. 
Generally speaking, therefore, I feel that the summit was successful--more 
successful than anticipated--and fruitful, too, and that this success can 
be carried into the future. 


[Okamura] Foreign Minister Abe, there have been various summit meet ings 
in the past and I do know that those meetings are normally preceded 

by preparations involving working-level officials of the Foreign Ministry. 
Meanwhile, at the Geneva summit the two leaders spent as much as 5 hours 
altogether talking to each other tete-a-tete. Do you find thi. style of 
summitry as being a guide in your preparations for the Tokyo summit? 


[Abe] Well, Mr Wolfowitz, assistant secretary of state, came to Japan 
immediately after the summit for a briefing on the summit. According to 
him, both leaders acted freely in their own way without being bound by any 
scenarios. The two sides had prepared a variety of work sheets in 

advance but the two leaders told their officials to forget about them, 

and that they would go ahead independently. In that respect, they seem 

to have exercised strong leadership--well, it should be natural because 
they are the leaders--and in the work for the joint statement they worked 
out the final language themselves. I think that it marked a new summit 
style. Normally, officials would first put in preparatory work, step by 


step, getting things ready for the ieaders to finally affix their signatures 


to or formally announce their agreements. In that sense, it is my 
impression that the Geneva summit has set a precedent marking the start 
of a new-type summit. 








[Okamura] The mood that has been created is extraordinarily guod indeed, 
but as far as specific accomplishments are concerned, the impression 

is that the two sides are not ready to narrow their differcnces over the 
most important issues, although they reached accords on some lesser 
questions. The two leaders cook up a number of points on which the two 
countries had been unable to compromise at che Geneva arms control 
negotiations. With respect to the proposed 50 percert cut in the nuclear 
arsenals, to which the two sides seem to attach different preconditions, 
do you think that it holds bright prospects for the world? 


[Abe] It had been our feeling that space arms--that is, SDIl--and INF 

and the strategic nuclear arms cut were linked, and that the two sides 

were locked-in with little likelihood of compromise. This time, however, 
while the two leaders sharply disagreed on SDI and had pointed exchanges 

on their basic differences, they at least put out in black and white in 

the joint statement their accords concerning a 50 percent cut in the nuclear 
arsenals and an interim agreement on INF. This I believe is a very 
Significant characteristic of the summit this time. 


[Okamura] Mr Foreign Minister, I know that you are in no position to 
reveal here many of the things vou heard from Mr Wolfowitz. éut, in the 
past there had been basic differences between the two sides even in the 
interpretation of strategic nuclear arms. Now they are talking about 

a 50 percent cut; does this mean that such differences have been resolved? 


[Abe] No, I do not think so. Beginning with the question of how nuclear 
arms should be defined, the differences between the United States and 

the Soviet Union remain substantial. Nevertheless, according to the joint 
statement, they called for early progress in areas where there is commor 
ground, including the principle of 50 percent reductions in nuclear arms 
and the idea of an interim INF agreement. During the negotiation of 
these agreements, the joint statement says, effective measures for 
verification will be agreed upon. The situation has developed that far 
and the world should count on future negotiations. While there are 
problems yet to be worked out in the process of future negotiations, a 
basic framework has been set up, which came in the form of separating the 
question of a space arms race. I think that this is one of the very 
noteworthy agreements reached at the summit this time, although I do not 
want to make a hasty judgment on it. 


[Okamura] You mean that they agreed to separate it from... 


[Abe] Yes, I mean separating it...or things like that... 


[Okamura] Foreign Minister Abe, as both leaders noted, it seems that 
there were heated exchanges on the Strategic Defense Initiative, or SDI. 
What do you have to say on this? 


~ 











[Abe] On two occasions in the past, I together with Prime Minister Nakasone, 
heard President Reagan talk about SDI very passionately. I believe that 
he explained it to Mr Gorbachev with the same enthusiasm as he did to 

us, holding that SDI is a nonnuclear defensive system, and that it will 
eventually lead to the elimination of nuclear arms. I am certain that 
President Reagan strongly expressed this moral conviction of his to 

Mr Gorbachev. Just thinking that, I feel a sense of relief. For his 
part, it seems that Mr Gorbachev took his time presenting his refutation. 
Both sides seem to have spent substantial time on the SDI question. 
However, the result was that as you know, differences remained unresolved. 


[Okamura] Mr Minister, there are some questions as to whether SDI is 

a nonnuclear defensive system, and whether Japan will shift from the 
present position of understanding SDI research into participation in the 
SDI program. What is your view on this point? 


[Abe] First of all, I believe that the Soviet Union, as some people 

say, is also doing research on SDI. Our government has shown an under- 
standing of SDI research under this circumstance: At the Japan-U.5. 
summit talks, President Reagan explained that the SDI involves nonnuclear 
defensive weapons and that it will render missiles impotent, thus ultimately 
leading to the abolition of nuclear weaponry. Because Japan is working 
for disarmament with the elimination of nuclear weapons as its major 
goal, we explained that if SDI involves, as claimed by President Reagan, 
nonnuclear defensive weapons and will ultimately lead to the elimination 
of nuclear weapons, our position is that Japan understands the SDI'S 
purpose and its research. As to whether or not Japan will participate ‘n 
research and positively support the program, it is too early to give an 
answer. We do understand the basic purpose of the program. However, 
since there are pros and cons about SDI itself, which involves a new, 
extensive, and complex system, Japan for its part must study it more 
before making an independent decision. That is why a U.S. expert group 
was here tc brief Japan on the program, and a Japanese survey group 4lso 
visited the United States. In this way, Japan is studying the issue 

from various angles in order to arrive at a clear-cut position. The 
matter is such that a conclusion cannot be reached so simply and 80 soon. 
Given the current confrontation between the United States and the Sovict 
Union, Japan finds it necessary to study the matter prudeatly before 
making its own position known. 


[Okamura] Mr Fcreign Minister, on 27 March, Mr Weinberger asked for a 
Japanese reply within a certain time limit. Will Japan give a reply in 
the near future as to whether or not it will participate in the program? 


[Abe] Well, I received a letter from Mr Weinberger. Setting a time limit 
and pushing for an early reply poses a problem. The matter is very 
important for Japan also, so we are currentiy weighing the matter, giving 
ample time to it. By and by, we want to reach a conclusion by considering 
various circumstances and by excercising our own judgment. 


OL 





[R. Watanabe] In response to what Foreign Minister Abe just said, I would 
like him to always keep certain things in mind. They are the following 
three factors: first, the government should make a judgment after clearly 
defining how SDI will relate to the principle of arms for defense purposes 
only, which may be regarded as Japan's national policy. Second, we have 
a Diet resolution concerning the peaceful use of space. I would like 

the government to make a judgment by taking this resolution into 
consideration. Third, a judgment skculd ve formed after clearly defining 
how SDI will relate to the three nonnuclear principles. I urge Mr Foreign 
Minister to study these matters and let us know when you have reached a 
conclusica. That is my request. 


[Okamura] I see. Mr Minister, a request has been addressed to you. What 
is your reply? 


[Abe] Japan has its own restraints, such as the three nonnuclear principles 
and the Diet resolution. We have to abide by them. We are currently 
studying the SDI issue within the context of these restraints. 


[Okamura] Foreign Minister Abe, you received a detailed briefing from 
Assistant Secretary of State Wolfovitmwon the outcome of the summit. 

The briefing may have contained some information you feel unable to divulge, 
but do you think a change is likely in the Afghan situation? 


[Abe] All I can say is that the summit spent considerable time discussing 
regional disputes, including the Afghan issue. Particularly on the Afghan 
issue, the two leaders had an in-depth argument. 


[Okamura] Foreign Minister Abe, what will Japan do for disarmamen.. 
And what kind of policy toward the Soviet Union are you contemplating? 


[Abe] First, as for the agreements reached by the two leaders at the 
summit, it must be implemented not by words but by deeds, as stressed 

by President Reagan. Therefore, we ir the Japanese Government want to 
launch an active disarmament diplomacy to create an international environ- 
ment that will be conducive to the faithful implementation of these 
agreements. We will press both the United States and the Soviet Union 
for such an implementation. As for sapan's own disarmament activities, 
we have carried out active campaigns mainly through the United Nations. 
Specifically, at the UN disarmament conference Japan is currently making 
a proposal for a step-by-step total ban on nuclear tests. We hope that 
the disarmament conference will actively take up this proposal and reach 
a global accord. We will continue to study ways to promote disarmament 
on a stable basis. 


As for our Soviet policy, Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze is scheduled 
to arrive in mid-January for the first regular Japan-USSR foreign 
ministerial conference in 10 years. We hope, and we will have to make 
efforts to see, that the favorable atmosphere of the U.S.-USSR summit 

will have good effects on the talks between the Japanese and Soviet 
Foreign ministers. 











Both of us will settle down to have a full discussion of the whole 
breadth of Japan-USSR relations and the international situation. 
Needless to say, I would like to wake a full explanation to the Soviet 
side oi the basic Japanese position of signing a peace treaty after 
settling the territorial issue, and seek improvements in our bilateral 
relations in the context of the current world situation. We will have 
a candid discussion so that somehow the same advance wil! be made in 
Japan-USSR relations as was made in U.S.-USSR relations at the summit. 


{Okamura] Can a visit to the Soviet Union by the foreign minister or 
by Prime Minister Nakasone be considered as a possibility, depending 
on circumstances? 


[Abe] As far I, as foreign minister, am concerned, if the Soviet foreign 
minister visits Japan for a regular foreign ministerial conference, it 
will be my turn to visit the Soviet Union. 


[Okamura] We have a lot more to discuss about the summit, but to my 
regret, our time is up. Thank you very much for your presence today. 


/12858 
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POLITICAL AND SOCIOLOGICAL 


JAPAN'S ABE, NHK PANEL DISCUSS GENEVA SUMMIT 
OW171230 Tokyo NHK Television Network in Japanese 0000 GMT 17 Nov 85 


‘Panel discussion on political issues, entitled "U.S.-USSR Summit Talks--Will 
There Be a Breakthrough in Nuclear Arms Control Negotiations?" by Shintaro 
Abe, foreign minister; Prof Takehiko Kamo of Waseda University; Prof Yoichi 
Masuzoe of Tokyo University; Naoki Tanaka, commentator; and Korehito Obama, 
NHK reporter, as moderator; date and place not given--recorded] 


[Excerpts] [Obama] Good morning. The U.S.-USSR summit talks will be held 
in Geneva in Switzerland this coming Tuesday and Wednesday. These will 

be the first talks between top leaders of the United States and the USSR 

in 6 and 1/2 years. I think the major topics for the summit talks will 

be nuclear disarmament and also the issues on how to deal with the SDI, 

the so-called Strategic Defense Initiative, in connection with disarmament. 
At the same time, issues of regional disputes and human rights as well as 
issues on bilateral problems between the two countries are on the agenda 

of the coming talks. As is well known to you all, heated negotiations have 
already been held, prior to the summit talks, between the two countries. 
What progress will there be at the Geneva summit talks, which are now the 
center of attention of all peace-desiring people of the whole world? Today, 
we will have a discussion on the topic: Will there be a breakthrough in 
the nuclear arms control negotiations? 


First, please explain the circumstances in each country that have lead to 
the summit talks. What is your view, Mr Foreign Minister? 


[Abe] Well, it has taken quite a long time for preparations before the 
talks. As ,ou said, they will be held for the first time in 6 and 1/2 years. 
The talks will be epochal and the center of the whole world's attention. 

In a word, I will say that the talks are very timely. In the USSR, the 

new Gorbachev administration has been established, and it will be necessary 
for the USSR to promote its global policy. And the USSR has to take its 
economy and construction work into consideration. On the other hand, 
President Reagan was reelected with overwhelmingly strong support in the 
United States. On review of U.S.-USSR relations during the past years 
since the Carter-Brezhnev talks 6 years ago, there have been such problems 
as the Soviet intrusion into Afghanistan or the nuclear arms race between 
the two countries. In particular, the start of SDI research in the United 
States must have had a considerable impact on the USSR. 
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Under such circumstances, however, both sides realize that if the situation 
goes on in this way, there will be an endless arms race. Thus, the 

natural trend is that it is about time the top leaders should meet and 

hold talks on overall issues, including arms control, disarmament, and 
bilateral problems. As a result, preparations have been made, and the 
summit talks will be held. Either from an objective viewpoint or from 

the viewpoints cf both sides, there are certainly good reasons for holding 
the summit talks. In this sense, not only Japan but also the world's 
countries concentrate their attention on the summit talks, hoping that 

some achievements will be made at them. 


[Obama] As I understand, the summit talks are held for good reasons. 

Now, I will ask you to analyze which issues will be discussed and what 
progress will be made at the summit talks. The most important topic 

deals with nuclear disarmament, particularly the issue concerning strategic 
nuclear weapons negotiations. We have now just heard the elaboration on the 
proposals’ contents by Mr Kamo, and he mentions that there is a considerably 
great difference in the proposals. Mr Minister, what is your view on the 
prospects for the issue concerning strategic nuclear weapon negotiations 
between the U.S. and the USSR? 


[Abe] I also think the two nations are too far apart in their positions 

on this issue. As the two nations have never before made any concrete 
proposals with figures, I think this is quite a new factor in the proposals, 
and it is worthy of appraisal. Basically, strategic nuclear weapons as 
referred to by the USSR mean all weapons that can reach the American 
continent. At present, the missiles that can reach the American continent 
from the USSR are intercontinental ballistic missiles. Meanwhile, the 
United States has its ICBM's, plus Submarine-Launched Ballistic Missiles. 

In this connection, there is basically a great difference in their positions. 
Even at the negotiations, it wil] not be easy for the two sides to reach an 
accord on this issue. Prior to the talks, Secretary of St:te Shultz 

visited the USSR and held talks with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze and 
General Secretary Gorbachev for over 14 hours on this issue, but no 

fruitful achievements have been made. This is my impression. Since they 
are far apart on their positions, I am rather pessimistic about whether 
there will be any compromise on the issue. To be frank, I will say it is 
not so easy. 


[Obama] I will ask your views about the SDI later. At the past negotiations 
on disarmament, one point at issue used to be whether intermediate-range 

missiles should be included in strategic nuclear weapons negotiations. That 
is, discussions were held at negotiations on what weapons should be included. 


[Tanaka] At the recent U.S.-USSR disarmament talks in Geneva, regarding 
the SS-20S that can be moved from Europe and redeployed in Asia and also 
can be moved from Asia and redeployed in Europe, the Soviet side has begun 
to mention that they are willing not only to move them and deploy them 

to the other side of the Ural mountains, but also to abolish them depending 
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op conditions. In this connection, despite the fact that the SS-20S are 

sort of treasured weapons for the USSR, it may be safely said that the 

USSR intends to make a shift in the use of SS-20S, including their abolition. 
In a sense, the USSR has to make a new shift, or an overall review of the 
situation, due to jomestic difficulties that the Gorbachev administration 
now encounters. And I think there will be some shift in the use of SS-20S 
on the part of the USSR. 


[Obama] What is your view? 


[Abe] Yes, Japan is most concerned with the deployment of Intermediate-Range 
Nuclear Forces [INF], particularly the SS-20S, as well as negotiations on 
INF. As the SS-20S can be moved, there is no knowing when they are moved 
from Europe and redeployed in the Far East. It is said approximately 169 
SS-20S are deployed in Asia, and this poses a potential danger. In this 
connection, since the outset of INF negotiations, Japan has strongly 
appealed to the NATO states and the United States for the negotiations 

to be conducted on a global basis. Since the missiles are mobile, the 
negotiations should be on a global basis. Otherwise, after successful 
negotiations in Europe, if the missiles are moved to Asia, this will give 
us trouble. Both the United States and NATO countries have approved of 
Japan's position on conducting negotiations on a global basis, and the 
Western countries share the same view on this issue. However, the USSR has 
persisted in conducting negotiations with the emphasis on Europe, that is, 
negotiations on INF in the United States, France, and Britain. The United 
States has maintained that INF reduction should be carried out in Europe 
and in Asia as well. In this sense, the United States has not changed 

its position on conducting negotiations on a global basis. 


Now that the SS-20S have been deployed in the Far East, Japan has been 
watching, with the greatest concern, the progress of negotiations on INF 
and SS-20 deployment as they are related to peace in Asia. In fact, the 
negotiations have been conducted, but no good results have been achieved. 
At the coming U.S.-USSR summit talks, there will be only 8 hours for 
discussion, while during the recent visit of Mr Schultz to the USSR, 
there were 14 hours for discussion. As there will be only 8 hours for 
talks between Gorbachev and Reagan at Geneva, it is questioned whether 
they will have enough time to discuss concrete issues in detail. However, 
it will be good if the negotiations will be carried on with the summit 
talks serving as sort of a turning point. We highly expect that some 
results in the negotiations on a global basis will be achieved at the 
summit. And I think the United States will make its efforts in this 
direction. 


As has already been mentioned, I doubt if it will be of advantage to the 
USSR to consistently maintain its position on confrontation with others. 
It seems that the SDI has played an important part in expediting the 
summit talks, though. 


[Obama] So, how will the SDI issue fit in at the talks? The United States 
will perhaps use the SDI as a bargaining chip in the negotiations to 
bring about reductions in the number of ICBMs. 
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[Abe] In my talks with President Reagan and other American leaders, they 

have stated positively that the SDI will not be used as a bargaining 

chip at the talks. However, since the summit talks will be major negotiations, 
the President's decisions during his face-to-face talks with Gorbachev will 
depend on the President's judgment, and the position of the United States, 

at least for the present, is not to use SDI as a bargaining chip at the 

talks but to proceed unilaterally with the research work. At che same 

time, the understanding is that the LSSR itself is engaged in SDI research. 

As has been mentioned, if the SDI should be used as a bargaining chip in 

the talks, it will involve many difficult problems at the talks. 


[Abe] Our impression at the time when we met Mr Reagan and heard him 

explain his position on SDI, and when we clarified our position that 

Japan understands the U.S. position regarding SDI research, was that 
President Reagan is fully confident that SDI represents nonnuclear, defensive 
arms, that SDI is for neutralizing ballistic missiles and for eventually 
eliminating nuclear arms from the face of the Earth, and that SDI is the 

only choice to eliminate nuclear weapons and prevent war. While we are 

not familiar with specifics, this appears to be based on Mr Keagan's moral 
conviction or faith. It is my feeling, therefore, that he is not thinking 

of using SDI as a bargaining chip in his negotiations with Mr Gorbachev. 


[Obama] Then, why is the Congress reluctant to show understanding? 


[Abe] Well, SDI itself has a variety of problems yet to be worked out. 
While Japan's participation is being urged, we also see the need for 
further study of SDI itself. Listening to U.S. explanations alone is not 
enough. Although the ideal being pursued is understandable, there must be 
further specific study of SDI itself before a final decision is made on 
whether or not to take part in it. For the same reasons, there are 
Congressional moves against SDI. We see the same situation in European 
countries, too. They must be feeling the same way we do, I believe. 


[Obama] Meanwhile, some other problems are on the agenda like regional 
conflicts, human rights, and bilateral relations. What kind of progress 
will there be in these areas? 


[Abe] As he indicated in his speech to the United Nations, President 

Reagan may present the Afghan, Nicaraguan, Cambodian, and some African 
issues--issues of regional conflicts involving both U.S. and Soviet interests. 
I do not think that the Soviet Union would welcome this. Nevertheless, 

Mr Reagan says he wants to take these issues up in the summit talks. As 

for bilateral relations, it seems that preparations for a cultural agreement, 
for instance, have made good progress. There are also such issues as trade 
expansion and civil aviation, the latter involving Japan, too. Presently, 

as you know, U.S.-USSR-Japan negotiations are under way to ensure safety ot! 
commercial flights over the northern Pacific. I expect that these issues 
will come up for discussion at the summit. Also, there is the racial 

issue, including emigration problems involving Soviet Jews and the question 
involving Dr Sakharov, which I am certain the U.S. side wants to take up. 
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How the Soviet Union will respond remains to be seen. At any rate, I 
expect that all these problems will be referred to in the latter half of 
the summit. Generally speaking, both sides are willing to improve their 
bilateral relations, and I feel that there will be some progress, that 

the summit will produce bright prospects as far as bilateral relations are 
concerned. 


[Obama] Some feel that it can be a good idea for the sumnit to take up 
expanded themes. How do you feel about it, Minister Abe? 


[Abe] I also believe that there will probably be more themes discussed 

at the summit. Mr Reagan said in his speech that he is going to Geneva 
not with an illusion but with hopes. He also said that he will work for 
expanded grass-roots level exchanges between the two nations. Preparations 
for a cultural agreement are also in a final phase of negotiation, while 
there is the possibility of some accords being reached on trade expansion, 
too. The two leaders will try to improve relations between the United 
States and the Soviet Union, inasmuch as it is not an easy task to reach an 
agreement in the nuclear arms control field. They will try to create a 
mood of relaxation of tension and give the impression not that the summit 
has been a failure, but that it was good that the summit has taken place, 
that it has created the possibility of some new development taking place 
from now on, and that the world is entering the phase of building new 
detente. Otherwise, both President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev 
would find that their summit was historically meaningless. They will try 
to make their meeting a fruitful one one way or another; with that in 
mind, I feel that they will try to take up a broad range of matters. 


[Obama] Mr Masuzoe, do you see a possibility of the Soviet Union withdrawing 
its troops from Afghanistan before the summit or of allowing Dr Sakharov 
to leave the country? 


[Masuzoe ] I think that the possibility is almost nil but still feel 
that they may resort to such options as part of their diplomatic maneuvers, 
depending on circumstances. 


[Abe] Regarding that possibility, I recall that at the times of the summit 
talks in the past, there were instances of Soviet authorities authorizing 
abruptly the exits of Jewish citizens out of the country. I also recall the 
case of Mrs Sakharov, whose departure from the USSR has been authorized. 

In view of these instances, and based on what we know about Mr Gorbachev, 

it is not impossible that he may also do similar things, although it is a 
bit farfetched to expect a breakthrough on the issue of Afghanistan. 


[Obama] Based on what we have just discussed, I would like you to preview 
possible developments at the summit and what it is likely to achieve. 
Foreign Minister Abe, would you comment first, please? 

















[Abe] As I said already, the present situation, needless to say, does not 
permit us to be overly optimistic. On the nuclear arms control issue in 
particular, the gap between the two sides still remains wide although the 
fact that some specific numbers have come up gives the impression that 

there has been some change already. I do not think that there will be a 
cuick settlement. It is unlikely that the summit will produce a sudden 
breakthrough promising quick detente for the world. It is important, 
however, that the summit is held, and that it is continued in the future. 

It is my wish that the dialogue be carried on in the future at least. At 
the same time, the current U.S.-USSR arms control and disarmament negotiations 
should be continued. I also believe that the summit this time will possibly 
pave the way for the two superpowers to improve their relations or carry on 
dialogue in others areas, tvo. 


[Obama] Mr Foreign Minister, some say that it is the Soviet Union, not 
the United States, that is feeling a more urgent need for some breakthrough 
at the summit. What is your view? 


[Abe] Well, while Mr Gorbachev is younger indeed, his leadership has just 
been established and, moreover, there is the CPSU congress scheduled for 
February. It is under these circumstances that he thinks he has to score 
at the summit. Another thing is that judging from his speeches, he has 
great enthusiasm for a recovery of the Soviet economy. From that point 

of view, I think that he places a major stake in the summit. Concerning 
the disarmament issue, however, I believe that as has been said here today, 
the summit will hopefully start the dialogue that should be carried on in 
the future. The SALT negotiations, after all, took 7 or 8 years. Nixon 
and Brezhnev met three times; Mr Reagan and Mr Gorbachev can meet not 

just once, but two and three times. The Geneva summit may produce this 
possibility. 


[Obama] Then, how do you think Japan should respond? Mr Kamo, please. 


[Kamo] Our discussion today indicates the possibility of the two sides 
seeking relaxation of political tension, although there are great difficulties 
involved. In this connection, I would like to ask Foreiga Minister Abe to 
place greater emphasis on the nation’s foreign policy toward the Soviet Union, 
although I do know the importance of Japan-U.S. relations--the importance 

of maintaining sound ties of interdependence between the two nations. 

Mr Shevardnadze is scheduled to visit Japan next year, and | would like to 

see greater efforts made to improve the nation's relations with the Soviet 
Union. I feel that Japan should play a more direct role in the field of 
international security. 


[Obama] Since Foreign Minister Abe is here, you may have something to ask 
him, Mr Masuzoe. 


16 





(Masuzoe] It is indeed a good thing to try to improve relations with the 
Soviet Union, but we must not forget the problems we face today--problems 
such as the fierce Soviet military buildup in the Far East and its unlawful 
occupatio: of our northern territories. It is of course a good thing that 
Japan tries to improve relations with the Soviet Union and cooperates with 
it through various cultural and economic agreements, but I would like to 
make a point that Japan should never abandon the principles it has upheld 
in the conduct of foreign policy toward the USSR. 


[Tanaka] When Mr Shevardnadze visits us, we will know that the Soviet view 
of Japan is different from that of the Cromyko days. In order to revitalize 
the Soviet economy, they want to import machinery and other equipment from 
the West on a regular basis, particularly from West European countries and 
Japan. They are in a situation where they find it impossible to institute 
«fNergy- and resources-saving processes unless they carry out sweeping changes 
avolving their steel, cement, and synthetic textile industries, beginning 
with production control and management. For this reason, they cannot but 
turn to West European countries and Japan, with serious interest. One may 
say that the Gromyko days saw Soviet foreign policy treating other countries 
as subservient to the United States; then, the Shevardnadze days will 

mark the beginning of a new era to define the position of West Europe and 
Japan more distinctly and attach greater importance to them. In that sense, 
I feel that Japan also has its card. 


[Obama] Finally, Mr Foreign Minister, please. 


[Abe] From the viewpoint, among other things, that the Japan-USSRK foreign 
ministers’ talks are scheduled for January next year, we are greatly interested 
in the U.S.-USSR summit meeting this time. As for us, we must say that 
Japan's foreign policy toward the Soviet Union is unswervingly firm, and it 
is that we will conclude a peace treaty after settling the territorial 
issue. At the same time, however, we know that the Soviet Union is 
attaching greater importance to Japan, as indicated in the announced draft 
program of the CPSU. We also know that Soviet authorities are interested 
in our machinery and technology. With these points tn mind, I am planning 
to have thoroughgoing talks with Mr Shevardnadze, but there will be no 
change in our basic principles. 


[Obama] [hank you very much. 
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ABE LIKELY TO VISIT EUROPE BEFORE TOKYO MAY SUMMIT 
0W161003 Tokyo KYODO in English 0941 GMT 16 Nov 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 16 KYODO--Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe may visit 
European countries before the Tokyo summit of Western industrially advanced 
nations scheduled for May next year, government sources said Saturday. 


The sources said the purpose of Abe's trip will be to coordinate views 
between Japan and Europe on political and economic issues. 


They said the government has started studying the possibility of sending 
the foreign minister to France, Britain and West Germany in April, a 
month before the Tokyo summit. 


Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone visited West Germany, France and Italy 
this year and strived to boost relations with European leaders on a 
personal level. But the sources said a state of “tension” has remained 
between Japan and Europe in trade. 


Government leaders were reported to have felt that Abe should consult with 
European government officials on matters that may come up in the Tokyo 
summit: trade, currencies, economic policies, East-West relations after 
the U.S.-Soviet summit in Geneva and the U.S. "Star Wars" program. 


Abe's trip may be considered feasible in April when he visits Paris in 
April to attend the conference of the Ministerial Council of the Organization 
for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). 


He may take advantage of his trip to Paris to officially consult the French 
government and also visit Britain and West Germany to have “regular foreign 
ministers’ talks." 


The European Community (EC) is expected to step up its “offensive” on 
Japan before the Tokyo summit against a backdrop of a more than 10-billion-dollar 
deficit in its trade with Japan, according to Japanese officials. 


In the Japan-EC ministerial talks that got under way in Tokyo Saturday, the 
EC side reportedly pressed Japan to set up an import target to redress the 
trade imbalance. 
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POLITICAL AND SOCIOLOGICAL 


NEW SOUTH KOREAN ENVOY CALLS ON NAKASONE 
0W151051 Tokyo KYODO in English 1043 GMT 15 Nov 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 15 KYODO--Newly-arrived South Korean Ambassador to 
Jaoan Yi Kyu-Ho called on Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone Friday and 
exchanged views on strengthening relations between the two neighboring 
countries. 


Nakasone received Yi at his official residence Friday afternoon and talked 
with him for about 25 minutes. 


The prime minister was quoted as telling Yi that his policy is to 
strengthen and expand the close relations now in existence between the 
two nations. 


The envoy, who was in the presidential office in Seoul before being given 
his Tokyo post, said he hoped to further develop friendly neighborly 
relations established by the visit to Japan last year by President Chon 
Tu-Hwan. 


Nakasone expressed the hope that North and South Korea would resolve the 
Korean issue through dialogue. 


Officials said Nakasone expressed anew the Japanese government's policy 
of supporting South Korea in dealing with North Korea. 


Touching on problems related to education, the prime minister reportedly 
said that the Japanese education system should be corrected because of 
various strains. 


He said a team of educational experts serving on the special advisory 

council on educational reform will be sent to Korea to conduct an on-the-spot 
survey of its educational system, including its abolition of the private 

cram school system. 


The ambassador, a onetime university philosophy professor, said Japan is 
very serious about learning things and this posture is what Korea can learn 
from Japan since Korea is scarce in raw materials and education can be 

a resource for its development in the future. 
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ROK OPPOSITION PARTY POSTPONES VISIT TO DECEMBER 
OW190537 Tokyo KYODO in English 0518 GMT i9 Nov 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 19 KYODO--The New Korea Democratic Party (NKDP), South 
Korea's largest opposition force, intends to postpone its officials’ Tokyo 
visit until mid or late December, party representative Kim Yong-Sam 

said Tuesday in a telephone conversation with Masashi Ishibashi, chairman 
of the Japan Socialist Party (JSP). 


NKDP members had planned to come to Japan later this month for talks with 
JSP officials at the invitation of Japan's most powerful opposition party. 


In the telephone call, Kim said it is not appropriate to send an NKDP 
delegation overseas at the moment because the national assembly is in 
session to discuss constitutional amendments proposed by the party. 


The NKDP can send a delegation to Tokyo after the end of the current 
national assembly meeting on December 18, Kim was quoted as saying by a 
JSP spokesman. 


Kim said there will be no more extensions of the national assembly meeting 
and assured Ishibashi that the NKDP will send a delegation to Tokyo before 
a planned trip to Seoul in January by Ishibashi and other JSP officials. 


Ishibashi invited an NKDP delegation to visit Japan when he met Kim in 
Tokyo in October. 


The invitation signalled a major departure from the JSP's previous Korea 
policy which was characterized by close relations with North Korea and 
the absence of any form of relationship with South Korea. 


In fact, JSP had banned its Diet (parliament) members from visiting South 
Korea. 
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ENVOY TO PRC TO APPEAL FOR GREATER FRIENDSHIP 
OW091259 Tokyo KYODO in English 1240 GMT 9 Nov 85 


[Text] Beijing, Nov 9 KYODO--Japanese Ambassador to China Yosuke Nakae 
left Beijing Saturday on a lecture tour of northern China to appeal to 
the Chinese people for Sino-Japanese friendship. 


Nakae left Beijing Saturday for Shenyang where he will deliver his first 
lecture on Sino-Japanese relations in the 2lst century. 


His trip comes at a time when the Chinese are approaching the 50th 
anniversary of an anti-Japanese uprising on December 9. 


Rumors are rife in Beijing that Chinese students intend to rekindle an 
anti-Japanese campaign on the occasion of the anniversary. 


Anti-Japanese sentiment mounted after Japanese Prime Minister Yasuhiro 
Nakasone's August official visit to pay homage at Tokyo's Yasukuni shrine, 
which is dedicated to millions of Japanese war dead, including convicted 
war criminals. 


In his lecture, Nakae will emphasize that Japan's policy is aimed at 
maintaining friendly relations with China. 


According to Japanese Embassy officials, Nakae will also tell the audience 
that Japan will never revive militarism and will concentrate on building a 
peaceful nation. 





He will also pledge Japan's efforts to correct the bilateral trade imbalance 


and promote investment and technological transfer to China, they said. 


The officials said it is unusual for a Japanese ambassador to make such 
a lecture tour to promote government policy. 


Nakae is scheduled to make a speech in Dalian Tuesday. 
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NIKAIDO PROMISED MEETING WITH GORBACHEV 
0W201247 Tokyo KYODO in English 1244 GMT 20 Now 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 20 KYODO--Susumu Nikaido, vice president of the ruling 
Liberal-Democratic Party (LDP), has been invited to visit the Soviet 
Union in March next year, LDP sources said Wednesday. 


They said the invitation came from the Soviet ambassador to Tokyo, Petr 
Abrasimov, who promised a meeting with Soviet Mikhail Gorvachev if 
Nikaido makes the trip. 


Nikaido had a 40-minute talk with Abrasimov during a reception at the 
Soviet Embassy on November 6 to mark the 68th anniversary of the 
Bolshevik Revoiution, the sources said. 


Nikaido confirmed the invitation Wednesday. 


While saying he had not made a decision on whether to make the trip, 
Nikaido gave strong hints that he would iike to go, saying, "it is better 
to go abroad than remain in Nagata-Cho," referring to Japan's political 
nerve center in Tokyo. 


Nikaido made a widely publicized trip to the United States last month, 
and a visit to the Soviet Union is seen among political observers as 
giving him more political points if he contemplates running for the LDP 
presidential election when Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone's second 
term as LDP president runs out in October next year. 


The incumbent LDP president becomes Japan's Prime Minister because of the 
party's majority in the Diet. 
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PRC STUDENTS PLAN MASS ANTI-JAPAN RALLIES 9 DECEMBER 
0W211205 Tokyo KYODO in English 1149 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Text] Hong Kong, Nov 21 KYODO--Chinese students plan mass rallies in 

many parts of the country December 9 to mark the 50th anniversary of a 
national movement against an attempted Japanese military invasion of central 
China in 1935, a Chinese-language magazine published here said Thursday. 


The magazine Cheng Ming said the rallies are being organized by a group 
of students at Beijing University. 


The group, fighting corruption by government officials and for liberalism, 
has sent delegates to universities and colleges in other parts of the 
country, the magazine added. 


The report coincides with a growing anti-Japanvse sentiment triggered by 
Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone's visit to Tokyo's Yasukuni shrine in 
August. 


The first official visit to the shrine by a Japanese prime minister since 
the end of World War II angered Chinese because war criminals responsible 
for Japan's military invasion of China are also enshrined here. 


Chinese students expressed concern about a possible resurgence of 
Japanese militarism. 


On September 18, about 1,000 students took to the street in central 
Beijing and shouted "down with the Nakasone government" and other 
anti-Japanese slogans on the occasion marking a 1931 clash between 
Japanese and Chinese troops in Shenyang, northeast of Beijing. 


This was the largest street demonstration by Chinese students in almost 
a decade. 
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BEIJING RALLY REFLECTS ANTI-JAPANESE FEELING 
OW210113 Tokyo KYODO in English 0050 GMT 21 Nov 85 


[Text] Beijing, Nov 21 KYODO--About 1,000 students gathered in Beijing's 
Tienanmen Square Wednesday night for a rally following the national 
women's volleyball team win over Japan earlier in the day in the World 
Cup Tournament in Tokyo. 


The rally came after calls at the Beijing University campus for a meeting 
at the square to celebrate the victory. 


But tracts distributed on the campus said the victory marked the "most 
proud day for China in relations with Japan," reflecting anti-Japanese 
feeling expressed in other student demonstrations in various parts of 

China since Japanese Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone's official visit 
to Tokyo's Yasukuni shrine last August. 


Yasukuni enshrines the country's war dead, including the war criminals 
who orchestrated the Japanese invasion of China, and the students claim 
the official homage by Nakasone marked the revival of militarism in Japan. 


The leaflets distributed on the campus Wednesday also said that China is 
being exposed to an economic invasion, and that some Chinese authorities 
are inviting Japanese "wolves" into China for their personal enrichment. 


The students who gathered at the Tienanmen Square did not chant anti-Japanese 
slogans, but observers said this was only because anti-Japanese demonstra- 
tions have been banned. 


Police watched the rally from a distance, and the students disbanded 
around 10 pm. 


But more than 800 returned about 30 minutes later on bicycles, circling 
around until they were dispersed by armed police and plainclothes men 
around 11:30 pm. 


A number of the students were believed to have been arrested. 


Beijing University students are reportedly preparing for a rally on 
December 9 in memory of the anti-Japanese patriotic demonstration of 50 
years ago, indicating a recurrence of the anti-Japanese movement. 
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JSP 1986 DRAFT ACTION PROGRAM PUBLISHED 
OW221005 Tokyo KYODO in English 0822 GMT 22 Nov 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 22 KYODO--Japan Socialist Party will try to prevent 
Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone's reelection to his current post and 

will seek every possible way to establish a coalition government, the party 
said Friday. 


In its draft action program for 1986, the party hinted that it may 
cooperate with some conservative members in the Diet to realize a new 
government in which JSP will be a member. 


The leading opposition party also said it will strengthen cooperation 
with Komeito, No 2 opposition party, and other opposition forces except 
the Japan Communist Party as long as the communists stand in the way to 
block a massive joint front against the Nakasone government. 


The JSP's draft action programs termed the House of Councillors election 
next June and a possible general election as "the most important battle" 
to put an end to the Nakasone rule and open a way to the birth of a 
coalition government. 


JSP experienced a setback in the 1983 Upper House election. Masashi 
Ishibashi, who was reelected party chairman for the second two-year term 
last Monday, said that he would vigorously call for a united front of 
"all democratic forces." 


The draft action program is to be approved at a party convention next 
month. 


The party said it will try to establish the front with all forces who 
are opposed to Japan's defense spending going over the present limit of 
l percent of the gross national products. 
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TRENDS IN ORGANIZED CRIME REPORTED 
Tokyo THIS IS in Japanese Oct 85 pp 83-89 
[Article by Toshio Yokoo, former National Police Agency officer] 


[Text] Cases of confrontational struggles between the Yamaguchi-gumi grou; 
(11,000 members) and the Ichiwa-kai group (2,800 members) have frequently 
occurred in western Japan, directly triggered by a shooting incident on 

26 January 1985 when three members of the Japan's largest gangster organiza- 
tion, Yamaguchi-gumi--the fourth Great Boss Masahisa Yamaguchi, Secretary 
General Nakayama and a Minami-gumi (a local unit) boss who served as a body- 
guard--were shot dead in Fukita city, Osaka by the members of the Yamahiro- 
gumi of the opposing Ichiwa-kai group. Today, the general public who has 
not necessarily felt the fear of gangster organizations in day-to-day life 
are getting increasingly concerned about their activities. 


In July 1981, the third great boss K'azuo Taoka, of the Yamaguchi-gumi died 
of myocardial infraction. In February of the next year, Secretary General 
Kenichi Yamamoto, an intended fourth great boss, followed the great boss and 
died of hepatic induration. The leaderless Yamaguchi-gumi maintained the 
operation of the organization by assigning Hiroshi Yamamoto (Yamahiro in 
short), current chairman of the Ichiwa-kai, to the post of deputy boss and 
the late Masahisa Nakayama to the post of secretary general. However, the 
two had somehow ended up in a devilish power struggle over the seat of the 
fourth great boss of the organization. 


Then, at the regular meeting in June 1984 (a regular monthly management meet- 
ing), Madame Fumiko Taoka, the widow of the third great boss, nominated 
Masahisa Takenaka as the fourth great boss, presumably pursuant to the wil] 
of the late third great boss, Taoka. Masahisa Takenaka grabbed the coveted 
seat of the fourth great boss with approval from the participants. The 
Yamahiro faction found this decision repulsive, boycotted regular meetings, 
organized the “Ichiwa-kai" and assumed a position that squarely confronts 

the Yamaguchi-gumi led by the fourth Great Boss Takenaka. 


The forces of both parties immediately after the split were virtually matched. 
The Yamaguchi-gumi, however, started a coercive crack-down of the Ichiwa-kai 
and the neutral factions, and its power became definitely superior at the 
ratio of 8-to-2 to the rival force at the time right berore the Takenaka 
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) 
shooting incident. Tne disparity in forces made the Ichiwa-kai feel appre- 
hensive about the inevitable total destruction of its organization unle 
something was done to save it. The endangered Ichiwa-kai seems to have re- 
sorted to the assassination of the great boss of the Yamaguchi-gumi as a won- 
Ger-drug to revive the dying. 

Tne Yamaguchi-gumi, which concurrently lost its No 1 and No 2 men of tt r- 
ganization, promptly elected Kazuo Nakanishi to the post of deputy boss, set 
Out to reconstruct the organization, and declared revenge on the Ichiwa-kKa 

to ignite a struggle. The struggle promptly mmen-ed from the following 

day on 27 January, and 183 incidents have been reported as of the 14 August 
marking a long-term warfare involving 15 deaths and 49 wounded (including 

one civilian casualty). In deference to the Universiade neld between 2 igust 
and 3 September, both the Yamaguchi-gumi and the Ichiwa-kai promised to re- 
Strain the struggle. However, troubles continue t ccur as usual. 

Once over the period of July 1975 to November 1978, the -called “Osab 
Battle" was fought between the Yamaguchi-gumi and the Matsuda-gumi. Tt 
Struggle which culminated in the shooting of the great boss, Kazuo Okada, 

of the Yamaguchi-gumi at a club, “Berami,” in metropolitan Kyoto, resulted 


¢ 
t 

in 12 deaths and 10 wounded. The Yamaguchi-gumi versus the Ichiwaekai struge- 

le of this time turned into the largest struggle in the history of the organ- 

zed gangsters surpassing the Osaka Battle by a great margin in a short per 

f time. 


Presently, the police assess the number of organized gangsters in Japan t 
be about 94,000 men. What is the origin of organized gangsters? In one word, 
it is a general term for a bani of outlaws generated in the crack: f the 

blic and social orders of specific times. They have continued to threater 
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by the seasonal socioeconomi nditions. ihe most significant ! r tna 


helped the traditional gang groups with a long history of gambling and racke- 
eteering operations transform into the present organizations of gangsters 
was the change of the postwar socioeconomic conditions. 


Immediately after the war, old racketeering and gambling groups were success- 
ively restored and revived, the former in search of the rights and the ntr 
of the black markets sprung up in every locality and the latter germinating 
from blank spots in the public peace and order. The deterioration of th 
established prewar orders and the intensification of the law-of-the-jungl« 
also indiscriminately affected the world of these traditional bands of gang- 
sters. Grouping of undesirable lots flocking around the busy quarters of 
cities generated numerous new gang groups, generally called, “Gurentai™ (gang 
of delinquents). These new and old gang groups repeated intensive physical 
fights over various illegal interests, such as cashing of winning prize 

given by Pachinko parlors (Japanese pin-ball houses) and illicit trafficking 
of speed-drug such as philopon (methane-amphetamine), which became available 
with the socioeconomic changes during the postwar confusion and restoration 
periods. In that process, old “business" traditions and boss-follower 
relationships rapidly fell apart and "general transformation of gamblers and 
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moanions wi were not members f either f tie rpar ? ms wer r- 
liously injured. Also, in April of this year, a manager of a gang org2n- 
ization was snot Dv members farival gang orgar t mata gol! . 
in Aichi prefec.ure, and two men were injured. These are the exam! 
that cause public nmcern about the adverse enviromment hovering around 
tT? 7 r > f Jf 4 S t y t ? _ inter 4 * ’ | re 271 1 AJ } - 2? ’ . ? t t ‘? e > 
f golf. 

1, ’ [ re. tty Nati nal f I . Aper " wor? nme t , t r lf lut ty i\=- 
| ? ’ ? ry jue st eam? jimen?’ f rgpanizatior for ePxynu , t ¥ ler 
from golf clubs, amendments to the member fes and user agreements to blocs 
reanized gangsters from obtaining memberships and using tt facilities. 
“ f | August, 36 prefectural boundaries including Kyot nd aka have 
ncorporated a violence expulsion organization in each prefectural unit, and 
are pr eecing with amencment f member jes and user rreemerit for every 
golf club. 
®Inhibitior f Various Obligatory ithering 
slled bligat ry even? oc? ’ part le for +) wie , common? ‘ : 
new successor and memorial services, and var SS meeting ' i by org we 
ized gangsters are in fact activities intended ° ect fund md dee 
monstrate power disguised a ial customs. Par’ jiarly, in tt t\- 
stable circumstances manifesting *t wv, nobody mi predict when gur 
will be shot by an opposing organization. People living in the vicinity 

{f the place of gatherings will be scared and uneasy. morove tt 
Situation, the police take the position that the event md meet ing 
f organized gangsters per e are not perm! ible, and send a rigid bee 
fore-theefact warning to organizations about t hold such gatherings. 
Meanwhile the police are working on hotels, inns and tempi: ften used 
as places for gatherings through the office of central bodi-« : that 


they will deny the use of their facilities to the organized gangsters. 


One of the successful cases took place in July this year. Both Oita and 
Fukuoka prefectural police requested, through the local violence expulsior 
reanizations, the cooperation of hote s and restaurant’ with which a Yamo- 
guchi-egumi grout rganization made reservations for parties, in order t bh] , 
the obligatory function of exchanging drinks with the t fr tte iid organ- 
ization. When the use of the facilities were denied by these service busi- 
nesses, the group made preparation to enforce the execution of the funct fr 
in ar pen space at the side f the group's ffice, However, the police 
placed a massive force to take the control m the scheduled day of the event, 
which resulted in complete success in blocking the function of exchanging 
Irinks with the boss. 

®Activities For Eviction of Organized Gang's Offi ice 

One office of a group is the ymbol of power demonstration of the organ- 

ization, and the key point of activities for the group members. Also, 


once a confrontational struggle develops, it becomes the target of 
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POLIT: cAL AND SOCIOLOGICAL 


BRIEFS 


MEXICAN PRESIDENT'S EMISSARY MEETS NAKASONE--Tokyo, Nov 7 KYODO--Mexico's 
Presidential Emissary Mario Ramon Beteta told Prime Minister Yasuhiro 
Nakasone Thursday President Miguel de La Madrid wishes to visit Japan as 
early as possible. The president is very sorry for having canceled a 

visit scheduled for late September, Japanese officials quoted Beteta as 
saying. Beteta, director general of Mexico's state-run oil company Pemex, 
is here as a special envoy. Beteta handed a letter from Madrid to Nakasone 
expressing thanks for Japanese assistance to Mexico which suffered major 
damage from an earthquake September 19. The envoy offered an invitation for 
Nakasoae to visit Mexico. The prime minister thanked him for the invitation, 
the officials said. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 1023 GMT 7 Nov 85 Ow] 
/12858 


ROK OPPOSITION PARTY OFFICIALS TO VISIT JAPAN--Seoul, Nov 8 KYODO--Three 
officials of South Korea's largest opposition group, the New Korea 
Democratic Party (NKDP), will visit Japan next week for talks with leaders 
of the main Japanese opposition party, the Japan Socialist Party (JSP), 

to discuss details of a JSP proposal for establishment of official relations 
between the two parties. JSP Chairman Masashi Ishibashi asked South Korean 
opposition \teader Kim Yng-Sam to send NKDP officials to Japan when they met 
in Tokyo last month. Kim is co-chairman of the Council for the Promotion 
of Democracy, a broadly-based dissident organization credited with helping 
the NKDP to become South Korea's largest opposition party as a result of 

a national election earlier this year. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 
0544 GMT 8 Nov 85 OW] /12858 





KYODO ON NAKASONE MEETING WITH INDIAN ENVOY--Tokyo, Nov 12 KYODO--Prime 
Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone said Tuesday he is looking forward to exchange 
of views with Indian Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi on various subjects 
including arms control, science and technology when Gandhi visits Japan 
later this month. Nakasone also told Indian Ambassador Anantanarayana 
Madhavan here that he welcomes Gandhi's four-day official visit to Japan, 
due to start November 28, according to Japanese officials. The ambassador 
told Nakasone that India hopes to expand economic and cultural ties with 
Japan, the officials said. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 0807 GMT 

12 Nov 85 OW] /12858 
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NAKASONE MEETS ARGENTINE SPECIAL ENVOY--Tokyo, Nov 14 KYODO--Argentine 
President Raul Alfonsin, who canceled a recent state visit to Japan, said 

in a message that he wants to come to Tokyo at an early date next year, 
Japanese officials said Thursday. The message was handed to Prime Minister 
Yasuhiro Nakasone by Senator Fernando de La Rua, who is visiting Japan as 
special envoy of the president, they said. Calling on Nakasone at the 

prime minister's office, de La Rua explained the domestic circumstances 

which forced Alfonsin to postpone his Japan visit, according to the officials. 
The president was to have arrived in Tokyo Wednesday. Nakasone expressed 

the hope that the visit will be realized as early as possible. The 

Argentine senator also met Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe and invited him 

to Buenos Aires, Foreign Ministry officials said. Abe accepted the 
invitation, they said. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 1118 GMT 14 Nov 85 Ow] 
/12858 


LDP OFFICIAL LEAVES FOR OMAN, BAHRAIN, KUWAIT--Tokyo, Nov 15 KYODO--Masayuki 
Fujio, chairman of the Policy Affairs Research Council of the ruling 
Liberal-Democratic Party, left here for Oman Friday afternoon to represent 
the Japanese government in a celebration ceremony for the 15th anniversary 
of the reign of Omans head of state, Sultan Qabus Ibn Said. Fujio will 

also visit Bahrain and Kuwait before returning home November 23. [Text] 
[Tokyo KYODO in English 1117 GMT 15 Nov 85 OW] /12858 


NAKASONE, ABE TO VISIT CANADA IN EARLY JANUARY--Tokyo, Nov 15 KYODO--Prime 
Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone plans to visit Canada in early January, a 

senior Foreign Ministry official said Friday. The prime minister will not 
go to the United States en route for Canada or on his way home, the official 
said. No official itinerary is yet prepared. A tentative plan calls for 
Nakasone to leave Tokyo around January 8 and return home around January 12, 
said the official who declined to be identified. Foreign Minister Shintaro 
Abe will accompany Nakasone on the visit, he said. Canada is a member 

of the Seven Advanced Democracies whose leaders meet once a year. Tokyo is 
scheduled to host the next summit on May 4-6. Nakasone has visited all 
partner countries but Canada since he came to power in October 1982. Talks 
with Canadian Prime Minister Martin Brian Mulroney will focus on economic 
matters, particularly free trade and international monetary problems, the 
official said. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 0046 GMT 15 Nov 85 OW] 
/12858 


TENTATIVE PLANS FOR SHEVARDNADZE VISIT IN JANUARY--Tokyo, Nov 15 KYODO--Soviet 
Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze will have three rounds of meetings with 
his Japanese counterpart Shintaro Abe during his visit to Japan January 15-19, 
high-level foreign ministry officials said Friday. A Japanese plan calls 

for Shevardnadze to attend a welcoming party after arrival on January 15 and 
to hold the talks with Abe January 16 and 17. Shevardnadze would then meet 
with Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone and go for an overnight tour to the 
ancient capital of Kyoto, said the official who declined to be named. 
Shevardnadze will leave Japan January 19 after giving a reception in Tokyo. 
The Foreign Ministry filed the plan with Soviet Ambassador Pyotr Abrasimov 
Thursday. Abrasimov said he would convey it to the home government, the 
official said. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 0054 GMT 15 Nov 85 OW] /12858 
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NKDP DELEGATION TO MEET WITH JSP 15 NOVEMBER IN TOKYO--Seoul, Nov 11 
KYODO--Scuth Korea's No 1 opposition party, the New Korea Democratic Party 
(NKDP) decided Monday to send four of its national assembly members to 
Tokyo on Friday to discuss exchanges with its Japanese counterpart, the 
Japan Socialist Party (JSP). The NKDP delegation, which will be in Japan 
for one week, will be headed by Kim Hyon-Kyu a party spokesman said. The 
visit was agreed when JSP Chairman Masashi Ishibashi met with Kim Yong-San, 
a co~chairman of the Council for the Promotion of Democracy, the parent 
body of the NKDP, during his visit to Tokyo on October 4. The South Korean 
Government last Saturday disclosed its view that exchanges between the NKDP 
and JSP are still "premature™" because the JSP does not at present recognize 
the government of President Chon Tu-Hwan. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 
1105 GMT 11 Nov 85 OW] /12858 


U.S. REPUBLICAN PARTY CHAIRMAN CALLS ON NAKASONE--Tokyo, Nov 21 KYODO-- 
Frank J. Fahrenkopf, chairman of the U.S. Republican National Committee, 
Thursday asked Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone to speed up scheduled 
market-opening measures to eliminate mounting protectionism in the United 
States, government officials said. In a 30-minute meeting with Nakasone, 
Fahrenkopf cautioned that emotion over the bilateral trade issue could once 
again run high next year, as an off-year election is scheduled. He added 
that the ruling Republican Party will make the utmost effort to block 
legislation of protectionist bills, according to the officials. Fahrenkopf, 
they said, urged Nakasone to make further efforts for easier access to 
Japanese markets for U.S. products, including lumber, which are under 
discussion at bilateral Market-Oriented Sector-Selective (MOSS) talks. 

They quoted Nakasone as reiterating his support for President Ronald Reagan's 
stance against protectionism, saying, “it is important to solve specific 
problems, step by step, which arise in the short term." [Text] [Tokyo 
KYODO in English 0652 GMT 21 Nov 85 OW] /12858 





TOKYO ECONOMIC SUMMIT PREPARATORY MEETING BEGINS--Kyoto, Nov 21 KYODO--Senior 
officials from seven industrial democracies opened the first preparatory 
meeting for next year’s Tokyo summit here Thursday. During the three-day 
meeting, personal representatives of the government leaders of the seven 
nations--the United States, Britain, France, West Germany, Italy, Canada 

and Japan--will discuss the agenda and other related issues for the summit 

to be held May 4-6, Japanese officials said. A delegate of the European 
Community Commission is also present at the preparatory meeting. Participants 
were tight-lipped about the agenda for the 12th summit. But informed sources 
said that the agenda will probably include such matters as the current 

state and future outlook of the world economy, the proposed new round of 
multinational trade negotiations, currency exchange rates, trade imbalances 
and coordination of economic policies. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 

1139 GMT 21 Nov 85 OW] /12858 








HIGH-RANKING DEFENSE OFFICIAL TO VISIT U.S.--Tokyo, Nov 14 KYODO--Shinji 
Yazaki, deputy director general of the Defense Agency, will leave for the 
United States November 22 for talks with Richard Armitage, assistant 
secretary of defense, and other Pentagon officials on security matters, 
officials said Thursday. Yazaki's U.S. visit follows an agreement reached 
in Washington last June between U.S. Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger 
and Defense Agency Chief Koichi Kato that the two countries should increase 
exchanges between policymakers on defense. Yazaki, No 2 civilian official 
at the Defense Agency after Kato, is going to Washington via Hawaii, where 
he will hold talks with U.S. Commander in Chief, Pacific, Adm Ronald J. Hays, 
the officials said. His talks in Washington will cover a wide range of 
problems, such as the situation in the Far East and Japan's defense buildup 
efforts, they said. Yazaki hopes to pay a courtesy call on Weinberger, they 
added. After the U.S. visit, Yazaki will go to Belgium where he is to 
attend a meeting of defense attaches at Japanese embassies in European 
countries. He will return home December 1. [Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 
0905 GMT 14 Nov 85 OW] /12858 


CSO: 4100/40 


j 
4 





SPRS°SAR-B5°U- 
16 December i195 


MILITARY 


STRATEGY IN FACE OF SOVIET NUCLEAR POLICY ANALYZED 

Tokyo GUNJI KENKYU in Japanese Jun 85 pp 144-156 

[Article by Yahiro Nakagawa, assistant professor, Tsukuba University] 
[Text] Why Nuclear Armament Is Inevitable 


Japan should arm itself with nuclear weapons in order to 
cope with the Soviet Union which is aiming to establish 
hegemony over the world by means of nuclear intimidation. 
If total abolishment of nuclear weapons is to be achieved 
some day, it will not come before the collapse of the 
Soviet Union. (Fourth installment) 


1. Japan's nuclear strategy--survival and invincibility 


I hope the basic tenets of the earlier installments, "Soviet Strategy Toward 
Japan" (second) and "Soviet Nuclear Strategy Doctrine" (third), have helped 
the reader to realize the urgency with which Japan should implement some 
measure "to shield itself from the nuclear threat of the USSR." Therefore, 
for the peace of Japan, how to ensure safety from "Soviet nuclear," based on 
"Soviet nuclear doctrine toward Japan," is not an issue that can be passed 
over. Bringing down the wall of nuclear taboo, a feeling that is prevalent in 
Japan to an abnormal extent, is a task that, I think, should be tackled with 
the greatest effort. 


For achieving the "security from the ‘Soviet nuclear'" for Japan, there exist, 
I think, two goals (defense policy) in the country's military strategy. 


(1) The first is to maintain a nuclear deterrent to thwart the Soviets from 
launching a nuclear attack in "peacetime" (a variation of wartime state"). 


(2) The second is to ensure the survival of Japan as a state and invincibility 
should the Soviet Union launch a nuclear war against Japan (accompanied by a 
massive invasion using ordinary weapons) in the wake of the collapse of deter- 
rence. 


If we here define, "A truly effective nuclear deterrent is the capability to 
wage a nuclear war and yet come out undefeated," then the "strategic goal of 
Japan" mentioned in (2) incorporates in itself the "strategic goal of Japan" 





mentioned in (1). Hence, the study of item (2) would suffice our present 
needs. Concrete means for achieving the strategic goals contained in items 
(1) and (2) can be classified as follows: 


A. To maintain the effective nuclear deterreat of the West (including Japan) 
as a whole 


a. Is the U.S. “deterrent over nuclear escalation" (nuclear umbrella) for 
Japan sufficiently effective or not? 


b. When not effective, 


(a) What improvements are there that the United States can make in its nuclear 
forces and its nuclear strategy doctrine? 


(b) Should Japan possess its own nuclear weapons? If the answer is an un- 
equivocal "Yes," then what form should the Japanese nuclear force take? 


B. The requirement that Japan survive a Soviet nuclear war against it to re- 
main a state in the wake of the collapse of deterrence and that it cannot be 
defeated 


a. How to protect the military facilities as well as the nuclei of the govern- 
ment and the military in Japan from nuclear attack, and how to implement bomb 
shelters and relief systems for the general people? --"Strategy for survival 
in a nuclear war" 


b. How to check invading Soviet forces, both nuclear-armed units and forces 
equipped with conventional arms, in case of a Soviet nuclear attack on Japan? 
--"Strategy for not to be defeated in nuclear war" 


(a) What concrete plans for waging a nuclear war and what nuclear strategy 
doctrine should there be for the defense of Japan? 


(b) For achieving the objective mentioned in (a), what are the levels of 
nuclear forces and conventional forces that the United States should keep or 
have deployed in the Far East area? 


(c) What are the levels of nuclear forces and conventional forces that Japan 
should maintain? 


As for the effectiveness of the U.S. deterrent that is expanded to cover 
Japan, or the U.S. nuclear umbrella over Japan, and the nuclear forces that 
Japan should maintain, the issues are dealt with in the writer's article 
titled "'Expanded Deterrent’ in East Asia and INF--Tentative Plan for ‘New 
East Asia INF Strategy'."” (Footnote 1) (Y. Nakagawa, "SHIN-BOEI RON SHU", 
New Collection of Papers on Defense, Vol 11, No 3, January 1984) 


Outlines of the article are as follows: The U.S. nuclear umbrella over East 
Asia may not be called ineffective but it has lost much of its effectiveness 
and this trend will continue into the future. For correcting the slide and 

reinforcing its effectiveness, the United States has to beef up its strategic 
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and theater nuclear forces, and at the same time U.S. deployment of its the- 
ater nuclear forces in Japan is an absolute necessity. Next, Japan also ought 
to possess its own nuclear forces. The article also lists the types of nuclear 
weapons that Japan should keep. The article also emphatically takes the 
position that for Japan to have nuclear capability does not mean its secession 
or independence from the umbrella of U.S. nuclear deterrent; rather, that the 
truth is quite the reverse. That is, it emphasizes that the move is for sup- 
plementing and/or reinforcing the U.S. nuclear protection over Japan. My 
theory that may be called "Coalition Deterrence" may be close to R. Aron's 

view (Footnote 2) (R. Aron, “the Great Debate: Theories of Nuclear Strategy") 
that "De Gaulle’s idea of an independent state deterrent is an illusion." 


We should also bear in mind that an enhanced security of the United States 
alone through adoption of SDI would result in an expanded deterrence for the 
West and Japan. That is, in an all-out nuclear exchange if the U.S. mainland 
is to survive the attack unscathed, the military balance between the United 
States and the Soviet Union would tip greatly in favor of the United States 
when the war is over. The outcome thus would be that even if the Soviet Union 
succeeded in destroying the West and Japan, the country itself would be badly 
hurt. Hence, the Soviets would think twice before plunging into an all-out 
nuclear war that might plunge it to a nuclear dwarf. 


Today's reality that the U.S. nuclear umbrella over its allies has weakened 
and thus is not necessarily effective is apparent, given the fact that U.S. 
nuclear capabilities have reached parity with those of the Soviet Union or are 
below the Soviets. As early as 1979, Kissinger would not hesitate to openly 
state as follows: "The allied countries of the United States should stop ask- 
ing us, the Americans, for a heightened guarantee of the nuclear umbrella." 
(Footnote 3) (H. Kissinger, "The Future of NATO") 


Nuclear armament of Japan is an inevitable consequence of the weaking of the 
U.S. nuclear umbrella and of the intrinsic nature of the "Soviet's nuclear 
doctrine toward Japan." Another way of explaining the inevitability is this: 
If having weapons of higher destructive power is a military rationality, there 
can be no rational ground for negating possession of nuclear weapons. Con- 
versely, the thinking that arming Japan with nuclear weapons would work as a 
minus factor for the preservation of peace in Japan is basically in agreement 
with the "demilitarization theory" that contends that renouncing possession of 
weapons would contribute much more to the safety of Japan, and this idea is 
against basic military common sense. 


In light of the present situation in which Japan's relying too excessively on 
the U.S. nuclear deterrent will bring with it danger and difficulty for the 
preservation of peace in Japan, the urgent task is how to beef up Japan's con- 
ventional forces to the level that is equal to the strength of the Soviet 
forces deployed in the Soviet Far East. 


Because of space limitations, the Western countries’ nuclear deterrent against 
the Soviet Union is not described in this paper. Also, only introductory sug- 
gestions are introduced on the strategy open for Japan "to survive in a nuclear 
exchange with the Soviet Union and to never get beaten in nuclear war." 














2. A rash of funny theories? --U.S. nuclear strategy and stratagem 


Before going into this issue, the Japanese people ought to understand two 
basic plain facts. 


The first common sense fact is that “even in an all-out nuclear war (assuming 
all 50,000 nuclear warheads in the world are fired), the majority of the world 
population, and almost all of the Japanese would survive the blast." Even 
totting up the totals of damage--direct damage caused by nuclear blast and in- 
direct damage coming from the effects on the air and heredity--the above esti- 
mates are the correct and objective observation. The possibilities are there 
that the form of survival or life would be so wretched as to defy description 
or that the function associated with a highly civilized nation would cease to 
function. 


Therefore, if Japan is correctly and fully prepared for nuclear war, Japan as 

a nation as well as the majority of its people will be able to survive a nucle- 
ar war. Equating a nuclear war with the extinction of mankind or the ruin of 
Japan is apparently a childish dream, but we must beware of the fact that the 
above reasoning is one of the Soviet “disinformation” strategems directed 
toward the West. 


The second common sense fact that the Japanese people tend to be ignorant of is 
that the Soviets are adopting as their basic mode of invasion a large-scale 
first strike or nuclear attack. Depending on circumstances, the Soviets may 
resort to a small-scale assault or may confine themselves to the use of theater 
nuclear weapons. However, if a nation's national security policy is formulated 
based on a worst imaginable contingency, the country will be able to defend it- 
self against any lesser cases of aggression. Consequently, the present Japan- 
ese policy that is geared to anything but the worst case scenario will have to 
be termed as mistaking the means for the end. 


The next study concerns the "strategy for ensuring Japan's survival and in- 
vincibility in a nuclear war against the Svoiet Union." But it is not an easy 
matter to discuss what nuclear strategy Japan should have, because it has no 
nuclear weapons. Even the United States, the nuclear superpower of the West, 
cannot necessarily be said to have established such a nuclear strategy. There- 
fore, the possibilities are great that pursuing the "strategy for ensuring 
Japan's survival and invincibility in a nuclear war against the Soviet Union" 
will be taken as going after some wild dream. 


Therefore, the writer has selected the "U.S. nuclear strategy doctrine” as a 
lesson to the Japanese, and intends to clarify what is wrong with it in the 
process of discussing the rights and wrongs of it. In the process, the basic 
structure of the “strategy for ensuring Japan's survival and invincibility in 
a nuclear war against the Soviet Union" will reveal itself. 


The writer has already lightly discussed in the first and third installments of 
this series about how large a number of theories on nuclear strategy espoused 
in the United States were "queer theories of the century.” I have also pointed 
out that representative of these are McNamara's MAD doctrine and its basis, the 
mutual deterrence theory. 





Most of the rest of the theories on nuclear strategy in the United States are 

in the same league as MAD and mutual deterrence, and it is no exaggeration to 
conclude that they are at the least “naive queer theories," not to mention 

their extremely low levels. Of all the theories that helped acceierate the 
distortion of the U.S. nuclear strategy and its departure from military ration- 
ality is "Ultimate Weapons" compiled by (Brody) and published in 1946. Although 
my view of the book differs a bit from that of Harvard University Professor 
(Pipes), he also seems to be of the opinion that the book played a catalytic 
role. 


Nuclear weapons being weapons, their fundamental character as weapons has by no 
means undergone any change. Consequently, there could never be any fundamental 
difference between them and conventional weapons, and this is testified to by 
the history of all weapons humans have ever developed and of all the wars they 
have ever fought. But the influence of "Ultimate Weapons," a smear book in the 
history of American military ideology that wholeheartedly negates the nuclear 
weapons’ basic nature as weapons and lists randomly desk theories, has been too 
great. 


Faced with the 1979 Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the United States is being 
liberated from the yoke of “Ultimate Weapons", but the process has gone only 
halfway through its course. The ghost of the book is still haunting the U.S. 
nuclear strategy world. 


There are four basic assertions in "Ultimate Weapons” that are working as re- 
Straints on U.S. nuclear strategy. They are: 


1) There is no win or defeat in a nuclear war, and seeking a victory is mean- 
ingless. 


2) There is no need of maintaining military superiority. 


3) American monopoly of nuclear weapons leads to nuclear war, so both the 
United States and the Soviet Union should possess their own nuclear forces in 
order to establish deterrence. 


4) In a nuclear war “defense” is impossible. 


And rather than negating these "desk ideas" expounded in “Ultimate Weapons", 
many of the strategists tried to justify them with elaborate theoretical argu- 
ments. These included Liddel Hart, of Great Britain, and Henry Kissinger. Re- 
ferring to the first assertion of "Ultimate Weapons", a shaken Hart, who prob- 
ably was consternated at the great destructive power of the American hydrogen 
bomb experiment conducted in April 1954, collaborated on the theme and stated 
as follows: "The birth of hydrogen bombs has rendered it meaningless to ‘win’ 
in an ‘all-out war’. Nothing is more absurd than expect to win a nuclear war. 
The form of war that characterized the armed conflicts in the days from 
Napoleon and Clausewitz to Hitler and Churchill has completely gone away. 


"The presence of hydrogen bombs has weakened our capabilities to resist Com- 
munist invasion. As long as the Soviet Union possesses hydrogen bombs and 








mobile bomber forces, we will surely be preoccupied with this ‘suicidal’ 
weapon--a weapon considered too dangerous for it to be dropped. But the 
fighting force that we need will take a form that is quite the opposite of 
what it is in Eisenhower's ‘New Look'." (Footnote 4) (B.H. Liddel Hart, 
“Deterrence or Defense-a Fresh Look at the West's Military Position," 1963, 
pp 21-25) 


Says Kissinger (1960): "In a nuclear age, victory has lost its traditional 
importance. The outbreak of a nuclear war would lead to the worst destruction. 
Therefore, the military is evaluated not by its capability to (win or lose a 
war) but by its ability to preserve peace." (Footnote 5) (H. Kissinger, 
“Nuclear Weapons and Foreign Policy," 1957, pp 11-12) 


Generally speaking, war is a fight where the fate of a natior is at stake. 
Therefore, there could never be a war where the antagorists are quite detached 
from (or in disregard of) the outcome of the batrl.. Especially in a nuclear 
exchange where there exists the possibility i a nation's function and the 
fighting spirit of its people to be ivst in short hours, the absolute strategic 
objective is to win. The Soviet Union, in fact, is making an all-out effort 
toward the goal of "a victory” in an all-out nuclear war. 


Hart aad Kissinger are ignoring or negating the true nature of war and this is 
a matter that casts into doubt their qualities as strategic theorists. Kis- 
singer, however, made quite an aboutface in September 1979 negating his hither- 
to theory, thus holding onto his last consciousness as a scholar. Hart, on his 
part, has not only ignored the true nature of war but is also negating deter- 
rence, so his reputation will need to be reexamined. 


The fourth assertion in “\'\ltimate Weapons"--the theory of indefensibility--has 
now been proved a great mistake by the fact that the Soviet Union is making 
massive efforts for building defensive systems against nuclear weapons and by 
the fact that the United States is preparing SDI. 


The second assertion in "Ultimate Weapons"--there is no need of maintaining 
military superiority--may be a logical result of the queer theory of negating 
a victory in a nuclear war. What is more surprising is that the theory was 
adopted as the nuclear strategy of the United States government under the name 
of Nixon's "Sufficiency" doctrine. It was made public in the white paper on 
diplomacy published in February 1970. (Footnote 6) (The Department of State 
Bulletin, March 22, 1971, p 408) Nixon's "Sufficiency" doctrine was based on 
the dogmatic premise of the United States; that is, it was a belief in the 
premise (wild dream) that the country needs to be prepared for only a limited 
nuclear war because there could never be an all-out nuclear war thanks to the 
mutual deterrence capabilities. The truth was that there existed the risks of 
an all-out nuclear war because the Soviet Union was refusing mutual deterrence. 


As many war histories are showing, deterrence collapsed frequently even where 
military superiority existed. Much less, deterrence will not function without 
military superiority. Military inferiority not only is apt to invite an enemy 
surprise attack (collapse of deterrence) but it is more likely to lead to de- 
feat in the war after the deterrence has collapsed. “Mutual deterrence” was 
based on the negation of this basic military theory (common sense). 


47 




















The “mutual deterrence” theory, in essence, maintains that nuclear monopoly or 
nuclear superiority, that is, a provocation to the enemy, only help raise the 
risks of war and further, that possession of defensive capabilities is also 
provocative, and it has justified the irrational doctrines, “abandonment of 
nuclear superiority” and “abandonment of defense." The former is McNamara's 
MAD and the latter is Nixon's and Kissinger's acceptance of the treaty on ABM 
restrictions (in 1972) in SALT 1 that has in reality led to the U.S. abandon- 
ment of ABM. These queer theories have come to be implemented as U.S. govern- 
ment policy. 


Since a nuclear deterrent is in essence a “retaliation,” it ought to be in- 
evitably provocative. In other words, negating “provocability” is theoretical- 
ly negation of nuclear deterrence. Calling this by the name of “Dilemma of 
Deterrence” (Kissinger) (Footnote 7) ("The Necessity for Choice,” op cit, 

p 10), pretending as if it is a science is only ridiculous. Various incidents 
that have occurred since the latter half of the 1970s, such as the blatant 
Soviet military interferences in Africa, expanded strengths of Communist forces 
and Communist revolutions in the Mideast, the Caribbean, and Southeast Asia, 
and the Afghanistan invasion, all are closely related with the weakening nu- 
clear deterrent as a result of the U.S. infatuation with its queer theory 
(negation of provocability). As the writer assumes, this abnormal sense the 
United States has of “provocability” may be arising from the so-called “Pearl 
Harbor syndrome,” but I will reserve the theme for some other time. 


Having discussed the issue of “mutual deterrence", the writer is going to des- 
cribe why the “recovery of deterrence” and “limited war" theories, variations 
of mutual defense, are also suspect as queer theories. Here comes Henry 
Kissinger again. 


"The minimum condition for limiting a war to the state of limited war is not 

to rob the enemy of its nuclear retaliatory capability and to recognize 
mutually that one will not attack the other's retaliatory capability. Provided 
they satisfy certain conditions, strategic air force bases and cities above a 
certain scale should be exempted from targets for attack. 


"Without mounting a series of continuous attacks, the military operations 

should be conducted in a way where each time the fighting reaches a new stage, 
calculation is made of the risks and probe is made of the possibility of peace-- 
it is important that the concept prevails in carrying out operations. The ob- 
jective of the strategic doctrine is not to destroy an enemy but to affect his 
will, and in this way war can be contained by getting the enemy to realize that 
the risks of the nuclear war are becoming disadvantageous to him." (Footnote 8) 
("Nuclear Weapons and Foreign Policy,” pp 225-228) 


Without attacking the enemy's nuclear forces, any country could hardly expect 
to minimize nuclear damage on its own people and soil. Any attack might ulti- 
mately lead to its own defeat or might risk even its survival. War has its 
own principle, and there is hardly any room for rules as in sports to exist in 
it. Moreover, if any of the combatants should refuse to keep compliance with 
pre-war promises concluded between the warring countries not to attack certain 
targets, that would be the end of it. Kissinger's theory--that the Unit 
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States can control the form of war even while it is engaged in fighting, such 
as selectively attacking targets in the Soviet Union--is too deviating from 
military strategy. 


Furthermore, Kissinger’s theory, which is based on impractical premises, such 
as a war can be interrupted while the fighting is going on, or that warring 
mations can talk over the next operations, is completely mistaking war for a 
sport like a 15-round boxing match. 


The same thing can be said of Herman Kahn's “On Escalation". In this context, 
Kahn may be said to be a scholar who has succeeded in transforming in the most 
vivid form the issue of nuclear war into a “scholastic play". How could have 
Kahn come up with the unthinkable, the stuff that is totally irrelevant to 
Strategic problems? These are clearly shown in Kahn's “chart” of 44 rudders 
and ranks. They are: “l, outbreak of a ‘surface’ crisis; 16, an ultimatum 
notifying the use of nuclear weapons; 19, ‘justifiable’ attack against enemy 
forces’ 21, warning attack; 22, declaration of a limited nuclear war; 23, at- 
tack against military targets; 32, declaration of an ‘all-out’ war; 35, a 
limited concerted attack for forces reductions; 36, a limited attack for dis- 
mantlement of armed forces; 38, an unrestricted attack against enemy forces; 
42, an unrestricted attack against population; 43, other controlled all-out 
war; 44, an indiscriminate and unrestricted all-out war.” (Footnote 9) 
(Herman Kahn, "On Escalation,” 1965, p 39) 


Notifying the enemy of an ultimatum informing the use of nuclear weapons, de- 
claring a limited nuclear war, and so forth: Could they have any practical 
meaning, if there is any at all, in an actual nuclear war’? The odds are that 
rather than escalating in intensity from, for example, 19 rank to 44 rank, a 
real nuclear exchange would start at the highest rank of 44. If this were the 
case, what meaning could this chart have? 


McNamara's “Assured Destruction” doctrine is also based on the “Recovery of 
Deterrence” theory through limited and graduated retaliation, and the same can 
be said of Schlesinger's “Targeting” doctrine. It is stated in the "FY ‘75 
National Defense Report” prepared by Schlesinger in 1974 that “the possibility 
should be explored for terminating the nuclear exchange before it would es- 
calate into a full-blown nuclear war, while persuading the Soviet Union not to 
launch attacks on cities.” It also postulates that “AD nuclear capabilities 
against cities are the last resort to the recovery of deterrence.” Each of 
these theories is a pure academic and impractical concept i. are those of 
Herman Kahn. 


Since a nuclear war is a battle where the fate of the warring nation is at 
stake, its goal should be nothing less than victory. The most basic and eft- 
fective way for winning a victory is to rob the enemy of its nuclear capability 
and its ability to keep on fighting at the initial stage of the war. This is 
exactly what the war history has taught me. In an actual nuclear war there 
hardly would exist room for a step-by-step escalation. 


In the first place, once an exchange of nuclear fire has occurred, the chances 
are near zero in which the fusillade will be interrupted or negotiations will 





be interrupted or negotiations will be held, much less is the possibility that 
the “recovery of deterrence” will be realized. This scenario is the most 
plausible case in the real world, and nuclear strategy should be formulated in 
anticipation of such an eventuality if only for the true nature of the national 
security (coping with the worst possible case). 


“Deterrence”, in particular, is a peacetime concept, and use of the deterrence 
concept in the midst of a nuclear conflict (wartime) that has started after the 
collapse of that very deterrence seems to contradict the concept itself. Again, 
once fighting started, the so-called “rule of war” would prevail and deterrence 
would have little bearing. One will not have to go to the Vietnam War and the 
Iran-Iraq war that has been going on for nearly five years since September 1980 
to realize that expecting a pause in fighting after a war has started is an ex- 
tremely impractical expectation. 


Imagine to yourself a practical nuclear war. Supposing the Soviet Union suc- 
ceeded in a large-scale surprise nuclear attack, that is to say that the United 
States suffered devastating damage on its entire ICBMs and on its central polit- 
ical and military functions. How could the United States recover its deterrent 
against the Soviet Union? In other words, the “recovery of deterrence” and es- 
calation theories were in essence “funny concepts", in which they assume that 
“the party losing the war can force the winning side to a deterrence or to an 
interruption of nuclear exchange.” These theories may be called a sort of 
“comic strips." The reason is: Suppose the party who suffered devastating 
damage, with its ICBMs and its means of communications with SLBMs destroyed, 
threatened the other party who had almost all of its nuclear potential intact 
with a warning, “If you keep on fighting the nuclear war, your damage will 
really be great!” Rather than being "a threat of retaliation”, the warning 
would be received as "a desperate cry of the defeated”. 


3. Fresh start of “deterrence strategy’ 
As we have observed, the “grave mistake” of the American theory and doctrine on 
nuclear strategy is in itself the defect of the “deterrence strategy” on which 
the postwar American policy has been based. Because of its strong commitment 
to “deterrence,” the United States has in reality forgotten “defense” (exec- 
tion of a war) that will have to be launched willy-nilly once the deterrence 
has collapsed (if it is not going to surrender to the Soviet Union). 


As a result, seen from the perspective of a rational military strategy the 
American theory on nuclear strategy has the following three funny character- 
istics. President Reagan's speech on SDI delivered in March 1983 marked an 
epochal reflection and awakening on the part of the Americans with respect to 
item B-a mentioned below. With this as an exception, much of the American 
theory on nuclear strategy makes a sharp contrast with the nuclear strategy and 
doctrine of the Soviet Union, and it still contains errors. 


A. It is paying too much attention to terminating the nuclear war at the 
initial stage as it breaks out. In other words, it is based on an extremely 
impractical notion that “wartime” can easily be restored to “peacetime.” 





B. It contains no will nor concrete plans for conducting (defense) a nuclear 
war. 


a. To survive. 
b. To win. 


C. It has no plan for a new world that will emerge after a nuclear war (‘le 
world may be quite different from what it used to be, because of the great 
destructive power of nuclear weapons). 


Another defect of the American theory on nuclear strategy is that it is for- 
getting the point that a true “deterrence” will function or not if there does 
not exist "defense" or the ability to "fight a war". Deterrence could have 
been maintained up until the 1960s when the United States had an overwhelming 
nuclear superiority over the Soviet Union, but at this time when the balance 

is in parity, the possibility of “deterrence” breaking loose inevitably arises. 


In order to maintain the effectiveness of its “nuclear deterrent", the United 
States should by all means retain, for the benefits of the whole race as well 
as the Free World, not only the ability "to execute a nuclear war" and the 
capability "to survive" but also a capacity “to win a victory in a nuclear 
war". When the United States has retained a nuclear potential to "win", the 
“deterrence strategy" will cease to be a paper plan. 


The next concern is the basic point of “deterrence”, the will to fight. Even 
if the act is in retaliation, deterrence would never function unless there did 
not exist a strong and unresistable determination and will to fight. Without 
such a strong will, nuclear deterrence could hardly work effectively. The 
Korean War proves the case and so does the Vietnam War. In each case, the lack 
of will on the part of the United States to use nuclear weapons led to the 
violation of the United Nations Charter (The U.N. Force should never agree to a 
ceasefire but a victory) and to great defeat, even when the nation was enjoying 
an overwhelming nuclear superiority. The hesitation and one-sided concessions 
on the part of the United States were the biggest factors contributing to the 
nation's defeat and the collapse of its nuclear deterrent. 


If the Western countries as well as the United States are to "survive" and 
"win", the nuclear potential that supports an ability to fight a nuclear war 
should be made up of a triad of the following legs. They are: 1) superiority 
in the capability to launch a large-scale preemptive strike (remarks); 2) su- 
periority in the nuclear defense; and 3) conventional forces that are strong 
enough to Liberate the Communist countries in Eastern Europe, Indochina, North 
Korea and the Caribbean (Cuba and Nicaragua). If the Soviet imperialists 
decide that the possibility is high that an outbreak of nuclear war would lead 
not only to their defeat but also to their losing their colonies, they would 

by all means have to "self-restrain" the temptation to start a nuclear war. In 
other words, only at this time has the nuclear deterrence between the two super- 
powers become effective. The Soviets would also have to "self-restrain" the 
urge to conduct invasive wars short of a nuclear conflict that could escalate 
into one or to meddle in local conflicts. 








Remark: To say that the weapons in the hands of a good man (a citizen 
or a policeman) and a bad man (an armed robber) are in parity 
(for example, both have a pistol) is in reality to say that 
the good man is in an inferior position. This is because the 
armed robber is more prone to use his weapon and is more fa- 
miliar with it. This analogy applies to the relationship be- 
tween the Soviet Union that has an act of invasion as its 
national policy (bad guy) and the West (good guy). 


But, if the nuclear strategy doctrine of the United States and West is to pursue 
only the theory of "deterrence" and the “deterrence strategy" and is to remain 
devoid of the philosophy of "liberation" or "shrinkage" of Soviet imperialism, 
it could never be, in the real meaning of the word, in symmetry with the Soviet 
doctrine on nuclear strategy. Consequently, even if the American nuclear po- 
tential is in parity (not inferior to) with its Soviet counterpart, its basic 
structure that it is on the defensive would scarcely be improved. The result 

is that the United States would keep on skidding as it has in Afghanistan and 
Nicaragua. 


At present, even among high U.S. officials who are giving their support to SDI 
are found many who often use the rhetoric "From MAD to MAS (Mutual Assured 
Survival)". To hear the American people say that their new strategic doctrine 
is "to assure mutual survival with the Soviets" rather than dismantle the 
Soviet Union, one would have to judge that the recovery of common sense in the 
U.S. military strategy has a long way to go. 


The debut of nuclear rockets has turned the globe into a small battleground. 
Yow could one be expected to maintain true peace on "this small battlefield 
(the earth)" if he did not have even a new vision of what would become of "this 
small battleground (the globe)" once deterrence there collapsed? Utmost efforts 
should be made to avoid nuclear war, but the West should be prepared with a 
"postwar" strategy--how to turn the world into a society where "freedom and 
humanity" prevail, should there erupt a nuclear conflict. In socialist coun- 
tries freedoms are suppressed inevitably, and theirs are not only inhuman 
societies but also militaristic ones who will not hesitate to resort to in- 
vasion for their own existence. The West should adhere to the truth with con- 
fidence and firm belief that the peace on the earth can only be maintained by 
the extinction of the socialist countries. 


Anyway, the "deterrence strategy" fundamentally is a policy that condemns it 
to "a defensive attitude". So, make a mistake, and the military doctrine is 
doomed to failure. I would like to emphasize this point again. 


4. The only way to nuclear abolition is Soviet collapse 


If the West is to retain the capability to fight a nuclear war for survival and 
victory, the American doctrine on nuclear strategy will have to undergo a 
fundamental change. That is, the United States ought to extricate itself from 
its past theory and doctrine on nuclear strategy: they used to be filled with 
dogmatism and paper plans considering a nuclear exchange as if it is a sport, 
assuming "the United States as a pro-wrestler and the Soviet Union as an ele- 
mentary school pupil," or they were only busy patching up the hole anytime 
there arose a change in the U.S. and Soviet nuclear balance. 
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The SIOP5 (Single Integrated Operational Plan, taking effect in 1976), that 

has determined under the "Targeting Doctrine" the enemy targets for attack, has 
degraded into a mere plan for technically setting the targets for nuclear blast. 
The plan should be based on the following two objectives: the first is how to 
ensure a Soviet defeat and how to minimize the damage on one's own country, and 
what are the strategic objectives of a victory; the second is that it has to be 
in compliance with the Free World's objective--liberation of the East European 
countries and dismantlement of Soviet imperialism after the nuclear war is over. 
The latter is, in other words, to say that the selection of targets for nuclear 
attack must be made based on the Free World's recognition of value, its view of 
history and the world. 


The United States must also have a comprehensive war execution plan (defense 
plan) that combines nuclear forces with conventional forces for the defense of 
individual allied countries. 


The military strategy of the West must also realize the meaninglessness of the 
first-use theory that is based on the premise that the Soviet Union would adopt 
a kind of strategy that would lead to its defeat, and the impracticality of 
differentiating a war using theater nuclear weapons from a war using strategic 
weapons (Nixon). 


Lastly, the writer would like to awaken the reader's attention on the issue of 
nuclear abolition. 


The first is that such a thing could never happen in this world. The history 
of weapons teaches us that phasing out weapons systems has been made possible 
only by the debut of weapons with much higher destructive power. Moreover, 
such a notion as abolishing nuclear weapons is never on the minds of the 
Soviets except when they use the phrase for propaganda purposes. The second 
point is that phasing out nuclear weapons is misunderstood for "a good deed" 
at first glance because to do wo will completely eliminate the means for a 
nuclear war. But on the other hand this means the loss of the West's nuclear 
deterrent against the overwhelming superior Soviet conventional ground forces. 
In other words, abolition of nuclear weapons would lead to a war ot invasion 
by the Soviet forces that would storm across national borders. Europe, the 
Middle East, and probably Japan would al! turn into battlegrounds. The reason 
why the Communist Party of Japan, the party that adopts as its policy the com- 
munization of Japan, has been mounting with all its force a campaign for the 
abolition of nuclear weapons must be because it would help facilitate a Soviet 
invasion of Japan (establishment of a Communist regime) (Footnote 10) ("ZENEL" 
(Vanguard), April 1984 issue) 


If nuclear weapons were to be abolished, it must be followed by large reduc- 
tions in the Soviet ground forces or their total dismantlement. Otherwise, 

the risks of war would be heightened. The fundamental truth is that "abolition 
of nuclear weapons destroys peace." It was because the West had demobilized 
drastically its ground forces after World War II and the Soviet Union had kept 
its wartime mobilization deploying several millions of ground forces that the 
United States theoretically formulated for the first time after the war the 
"nuclear deterrent" (New Look doctrine). The theory calling for abolition of 
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all kinds of nuclear weapons is nothing but a theory for communization of the 
countries adjoining the Soviet Union, and by aligning oneself with the call for 
nuclear abolition, one is merely serving the Soviet Union's cause. 


Therefore, the fact that Soviet ground forces are kept out of the target for any 
reductions even in today's arms reduction talks on nuclear forces is testimony 
to the reality that American military strategy is still based on the mentality 
that was prevalent when it enjoyed an absolute superiority in nuclear weapons 
and that it has yet to be put on a sound footing. Also, if a true balance is 
to be maintained in the theaters of Europe and Japan while taking into account 
the geophysical asymmetry existing between the United States and the Soviet 
Union, the Soviet blue-water naval forces will have to be reduced to zero. We 
would have to conclude that SALT I and II, the START and the Umbrella Talks 
(started in March 1985) that deal only with a nuclear balance in nuclear weap- 
ons are fraught with factors that are essentially dangerous. This is all at- 
tributable to the crudeness of the Americans who are even unable to understand 
that the prewar naval forces reduction talk itself was one of the causes that 
triggered World War II. 


However, there is one scenario where nuclear weapons can be completely abolished. 
It is when the Soviet Union, who holds invasion as its “national policy" toward 
the goal of communizing the world, has collapsed. Once this has been achieved, 
the world would for the first time have obtained a ticket to peace, because the 
majority of countries of the world disapprove of invasion, and the abolition of 
nuclear weapons could become something close to a reality, although there would 
remain the problems of Pakistanis and others arming themselves with nuclear 
weapons. Anyway, easily preaching for peace and abolition of nuclear weapons 
without understanding the true nature of socialism (communism) that dehumanizes 
humans and turns a country into a militaristic country and the big prerequisite 
that the collapse of socialism is absolutely necessary harbors the danger of 
turning the movement into an action counterproductive to peace. 


Be that as it may, the writer would like to again emphasize the true shape of 
what the nuclear strategy and doctrine of the West should be: "When the two 
sides are nearing parity in fighting power, what turns out to be the decisive 
factor is wisdom (strategy), be it in the cause for deterrence (defense) or 
victory." 
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MILITARY 


DEFENSE AGENCY TO REVIEW FORCES ALIGNMENT 
OW070839 Tokyo NHK Television Network in Japanese 1200 GMT 6 Nov 85 


[Text] During today's Upper House Budget Committee session, Kato, 

Defense Agency director general, disclosed for the first time a plan 

to review the so-called appendix to the National Defense Program Outline 

and reallocate manpower and equipment of the Self Defense Forces, SDF, 

to give precedence to the Air and Maritime SDF. He made this disclosure 
when Upper House member Yutaka Hata of the Sanggiin-no-kai [House of 
Councillors Association] asked whether the administration plans to remove 

or review the lines dividing the Ground, Maritime, and Air SDF from the 
point of view of ensuring integrated and effective SDF operations. Director 
General Kato said: 


[Begin recording] Currently, we have no plan to change the National 
Defense Program Outline. But, on the other hand, there is an argunent 
that the SDF should find ways to ensure effective operation under the 
current new situation, although this does not necessarily mean attaching 
more importance to the Maritime and Air SDF. Furthermore, there is the 
development of new technologies. That is why, in the new midterm defense 
buildup plan for instance, the old system of 12 divisions, divided into 

2 categories of 6 each, has been changed to 5 cate,ories to give them more 
flexibility. But as you know, this change is being made while the lines 
dividing the Ground, Maritime, and Air SDF in the appendix of the outline 
are maintained. In my view, it might be possible to remove these dividing 
lines and try to find positive ways to ensure more effective operations by 
Starting with a clean slate. 


The Patriot to be [word indistinct] this time can cover not only 
high-altitude but also low-altitude defense. It might be a good idea to 
consider this air defense missile as an integral air and ground system--aside 
from which service will be in charge of it--from the point of view of using 
the missile effectively. I feel that it is necessary to consider this 

and similar problems in a positive and flexible manner from now on. _ [end 
recording] 


This statement by Defense Agency Director General Kato deserves attention 
because he has made it clearer than ever before in the Diet that the 
administration will attach more importance to the Maritime and Air SDF by 
changing the appendix to the National Defense Program outline so that the 
total SDF manpower can be set as a whole instead of the current system of 
assigning manpower for each of the three services, and by effecting integrated 
use of equipment by them. 
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MILITARY 


BRIEFS 


PLANNED U.S. NIGHT LANDING EXERCISES PROTESTED--Tokyo, Nov 7 KYODO--A group 
of 15 inhabitants of Miyakejima Island south of Tokyo visited the Defense 
Facilities Administration Agency Thursday in protest against the planned 
construction of an airfield there for night landing exercises by warplanes 
aboard U.S. aircraft carriers. At present, U.S. forces use the naval air 
station at Atsugi, west of Tokyo, for landing exercises. But late night 
flights to and from Atsugi Airport, located in a residential zone, have 
been banned because of noise pollution. The villagers said they plan to 
visit the agency again later this month with signatures from 80 percent of 
the 3,000 eligible voters living on the island. On October 18, village 
Chief Haruo Terasawa met senior agency officials and said he is opposed to 
the night flight plan. But it was reported at the time that the meeting 
might open the way to acceptance by the islanders of the U.S.-proposed plan. 
[Text] [Tokyo KYODO in English 1126 GMT 7 Nov 85 OW] /12858 
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ECONOMIC 


KONAGA CALLS ON NAKASONE BEFORE DEPARTURE FOR PRC 
OW151105 Tokyo KYODO in English 1046 GMT 15 Nov 85 


[Text] Tokyo, Nov 15 KYODO--Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone Friday told 
Vice Minister of International Trade and Industry Keiichi Konaga that 
Japan should be prudent in its exports to China and help correct the trade 
imbalance between the two countries. 


Nakasone also told Konaga Japan should fully cooperate with China to secure 
its position in foreign currency holdings, as the Chinese market is vital 
for Japan. 


Nakasone made the remarks when Konaga visited the premier's office before 
a week long visit to China starting Sunday to participate in bilateral 
high official-level consultations. 


Shigeo Muraoka, director general of MITI'S International Trade Administration 
Bureau, who will accompany Konaga, told a press conference that Japan 

will state its readiness to cooperate with China in promoting exports to 
Japan at the meeting in Beijing. 


Japan will also tell the Chinese side that it will help China find ways 

to expand exports of corn and other hopeful export items to Japan and discuss 
industrial cooperation projects in such fields as the petrochemical and 
housing industries, Muraoka said. 


Konaga and his party will meet Vice Minister of the State Economic 
Commission Ma Yi and others at the annual meeting, the seventh of its kind. 


Konaga is also expected to pay a courtesy call on Chinese Vice Premier Li Peng 
during his stay in China, Muraoka said. 
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Tokyo GINKO JIHYO in Japanese Sep 85 p 82 
[Text | A Settlement on Trust Services by Foreign Banks! 
Finance Ministry Decision Approves New Participation of Nine Banks 


Trust services have been considered the eye of the typhoon of financial 
reorganization, and have also been regarded as symbolic of the financial 
friction between Japan and the United States. The participation of foreign 
banks in trust services was approved at the Yen Dollar Committee which laid 
out a course of liberalization of Japan's finance and capital market; it 
seemed that a tentative settlement in the Japan-United States trust war had 
been reached. However, it is inevitable that the Japanese trust banks wil! 
react against the approval of applications made in June by nine foreign 
banks. The Finance Ministry may have made its decision as a last resort. 


"We can only say that this is extremely regrettable.” A member of the 
management level of one of Japan's major trust banks expressed his resentment 
this way over the Finance Ministry's decisim. “Isn't it true that by doing 
this, Japan's trust services have been sacrificed for the sake of Japan's 
financial world as a whole?” He says that this decision is nothing more than 
a measure to avoid retaliation from European countries and the United States 
against Japanese banks which are doing a vigorous business in many foreign 
countries. He went on to say the following: “If the original decision was to 
allow 8 banks, then it should have been 9 banks. It is nine banks, isn’t it? 
In terms of the future, I think the prestige of the Finance Ministry is going 
to become involved.” 


"Although I think there was concern about the foreign situation, I hoped 
there would be some distinction made. It's really unfortunate.” 


The reaction of the Japanese trust banks is generally reflected in the 
foregoing remarks. 


However, the Japanese trust banks are generally in agreement that the in- 
fluence of the participation of nine foreign banks will not be felt imme- 
diately. 





“This is because although some influential foreign banks have excellent 
skills, the trust business is quite difficult.” 


What the trust business fears is that the approval of 9 foreign banks, which 
now will exceed the 8 Japanese banks in number, will upset the balance 
between the two. If the power relationship is overturned, it is very likely 
that in these times with the winds of strong pressure blowing violently from 
Europe and the United States, Japan will ride the wave of liberalization which 
will gradually erode the territory of Japan's trust services. It is the 
perceptive view which sees that the brunt of the resentment brought about by 
this instability is directed toward the Ministry of Finance. 
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As for membership of the nine foreign banks in the Trust and Banking Associa- 
tion, Shidate, chairman of the Association, was probably thinking much the 
same thing when he said, “If the nine banks are suddenly going to get involved 
where the eight domestic banks have been operating, there is going to be 
confusion.” 


The Finance Ministry has revealed its difficulties, saying, “This decision 
was taken in consideration of the good of Japan's total financial situation. 
As in other areas, we are required to extend national treatment. Please 
understand.” 


“The main element of this decision was avoidance of financial friction. 
Japanese banks are now active all over the world. If even one of the foreign 
banks failed to obtain approval, that itself would be a major problem. 
Certainly, the fact that it is nine banks will make little difference. We 
think that this is the best policy.” 


In the end, it appears that this high-level decision was taken with the 
intention of smoothing the way for the international financial activities of 
Japanese banks. 


It may be that the Finance Ministry is experiencing a guilty conscience 
because for some time it has made its considerations only within the framework 
of the “major eight banks.” 


It is rumored that, as “compensation,” the trust services will receive 
approval to sell a new form of trust cash fund this fall. As a new commodity 
since trusts became big, this is seen as a major weapon in the acquisition of 
“low-cost capital.” 


Aside from the applause with which the foreign banks are greeting this 
“decision” of the Finance Ministry, saying, "It was unexpected, but we are 
happy, the city banks are probably also happy. This is because this may 
become a major foot in the door for the city banks, which have been hoping for 
participation in the trust business. The words of major city banks are 
representative; "We welcome this as one current toward financial liberaliza- 
tion in the financial world.” However, the Finance Ministry has rejected 

this possibility as being out of the question. 
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